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dS INCE the Time that I F publi iſhed a Book, called, The 
Hiſtory of InranT-BaPTISM, containing many 

Fee ts mo the Antients on that Subject, which made the 

3 ook too large for poor People to buy, or to read; I haz 

= been advi ifcd 5 ome Friends, to whom I owe a Def eference, 

{ to» draw up, fo 4 & r the Uſe of the Poor, a ſhort Summary f 
the Evidences therein given (making References to the larger 
Boot) and of the Proofs and omar e Scripture, . 
lating ts that Practice. I have not found it very feaſilli 

e bring @ Controverſy into ſo _—_— a Compaſs : and an 
Forced, for Brevity's ſake, to refer to my own Book, not 
only for what I have there ſaid myſelf, bu of alſo for what 

T have there quoted from the Farbe rs and others. Which 
would not be very modeſt, but that I could more readily ani 

* Gruefly refer to that, and you alſo may more readily hat 
recourſe to that, than to the Fathers Works. You will 
find there their own Words at large, and the Book av © 
Chapter whence they are copied. It is mentioned in lie 
1 only by this Word Hiſt. 
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And in this Conference, thoſe that deny by ant-Baptiſn, ] 
are named (not Anabaptiſts, which Name "they diſorun; | 
'but) Antipœdobaptiſts: and thoſe that practiſe Infant 
Baptiſm, are named Pœdobaptiſts. . 

1 


In the Conferente p. repreſents one that has former 
bad Doubts about Infant-Baptiſm, but is now Jatisfed 
and A. one that has now ſuch Doubts. | 


T pray Gud to * us all in the Ways of Truth _ 
Unity. 
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Difference in opinion concerning the age 

or manner of receiving Baptiſm, is not a 
ſufficient cauſe of renouncing communion, 2, 3, &c. 

The duty of the people to conſult their paſtors 
concerning any doubt in religion, before they 


ſeparate for it, — — 0, 0 e. 
The proper tranſlation of Matt. xxviu. 19. and of 5 

John iii. 3, 5. — — 14, &C, 
An infant not uncapable of being entered into a 5 

covenant with Gd. — — 15 
The covenant of circumciſion, a ſpiritual cove- 

nant, — db — | 16 


| infants baptized by the Jews, and called in their 


language, Proſelytes or Diſciples. Which 

teaches us to underſtand our Saviour's words, 

Matt. xxviii. 19. Make Diſciples all nations, 2 3—31 
Regeneration, in all old books, denotes baptim, 


"Pp 
How an infant is ſaid to be regenerated by the NF 
The caſe of an infant dying anbaptized, — Ir 
The Pelagians thought that he might be happy, 
but yet not go to heaven, — — 36 
An opinion of ſome, that all infants of Heathens, | 
&c. go ro heaven, "| — — — 37 
The import of our Saviour's ſaying, Mark x. 14. bb. 
An explanation of the ſenſe in which St. Paul ſays 
that ſome children were holy, 1 Cor. vii. 14. 39 
Neither St. Auſtin nor Pelagius had ever heard 
of any Antipœdobaptiſts — — 4 


Their comment on x Cor. vii. 14. — 47 
0 Baptifin 
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Baptiſm 1 is to us inſtead of circymcifion, and is 
called the Chriſtian eircumciſion, Coloſſ. 3 11. 11, 


12, RE — — — 
Conſequences may be aſed in arguments from 
ſcripture, — ww * 
The reaſon why ſo minute a thing as the circum- 


ciling or baptizing of infants, 1s ſeldom men- 


tioned in ſcripture-hiſtor, — 
An objection from the church- catechiſm anf cool 
Proof that the primitive Chriſtians practiſed In- 
fant· Baptiſi in the firſt century, _ 
And 1n the ſecond, — 
And in the third, — 
And in the fourth, 
All the ſeveral ſects baptized infants, As well x as 
the catholics, — — 


The diſiagenuity of Mr. Danvers in quoting of 


74 


authors, — — — 67, 72, 73 


Godfathers uſed in baptifm in the primitive times 
Inſtances of chriſtians children pretended to have 
been left unbaptized, proved to be falſe, 
The manner of baptiſm in the primitive times: 
and the ſignification of the word, to Baptize, 
as it is uſed 1 in icripture, _ — 


75 


76, 77 


78, CC 
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CONFERENCE, &c. 


AM ſorry to hear, that ſince I left your 


forſaken the church, and 1s turned an Anabap- 


liſt. I took him for a very honeſt man: and 
he was a conſtant keeper of the church and 


communion, and 50 ſtudious in the ſcrip- 
A. He is ſo; a very women man. And for 


his forſaking the church 1 am as ſorry as you 
and I and ſome others have had conferences 
with him on that ſubject; and he has ſtudied 


the point ſo well, that he has ſome regret of 


conſcience for Te ſin of ſchiſm, and will, I 


believe, return to the communionof the church, 
provided he may be admitted holding that opi- 
nion. But for his opinion againſt Infant-Bap- 
tiſm I cannot be ſorry, for I am of that opi- 


nion myſelf. 


P. I crave your pardon : : it is more than I 


knew. Lou were not accounted of that opi- 
nion in my time: And 1 er that * 


children were. bas Ta 1 


ar ee 


country, your neighbour Fohn N. has 
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2 A mee between 10 Men 


A. Las not then of that opinion ſo abſo- 
:lutely as I am now. But I had even then 
doubts of the lawfulneſs of Infant-Baptifn: : 
which have ſo far increaſed ſince, that the» 
have turned the ſcale with me: And I intend, 
God willing, to adviſe my children (when they 
are capable) to receive baptiſm in the due way, 
and to receive it fo myſelf; and had before 
this time, but that I find ſome difficulty in 
getting one to baptize me. 

P. I thought they had been very forward to 
do that office to any one that is of their Pi- 
nien? 

A. Ves: to one that is of their opinion in 
all things. But I, though of their opinion for 
adult baptifm, yet have, I thank God, been 
made 8 ſenſible of the fin of divi- 
ſion (a), ſeparation, and renouncing commu- 
nion with an eſtabliſned church, though hold- 
ing ſome errors, provided they be not ſuch as 
do avert the foundation of chriſtian faith; and 
therefore am deſirous to continue in commu- 
nion: and they do not much care for bap- 
tizing ſuch an one. And indeed I was not 
very inclinable to receive it at their hands, 
becauſe of their ſchiſm ; but had rather have 
received it from ſome miniſter of the church, 
of whoſe ordination to the miniſtry I am much 
better ſatisfied, but I find that cannot be ob- 
Jang, 

P. Will not the ini of the church bap- 
tize you by: dipping, if deſired? 1 
(a) Hi. Part I. 1 Ai. F 125 

A. Yes, 


— n Hae „ Derr ai — 8 —_— 1 * 8 7 


es, 


Chap. ix. 5 10. p. 333. 


about IN AN T-BA TIM. 3 
A. Ves, very willingly, and the rubrick (3) 
preſcribes it in the firſt place; if the perſon 
be willing to venture his health, which I am 
very willing to do; being fatisfied that going 
into the water has more of fright than hurt 
in it. But they will refuſe it to me, becauſe 
they reckon my baptiſm received in infancy, 
to be a baptiſm rightly adminiſtered ; and con- 
ſequently, that the baptizing me now, would 
be proper Anabaptiſm : which both ſides hold 
to be an unfitting thing. I know thoſe that 
have aſked them, and they would not pive it 
them : and indeed by their principle cannot. 
So that it were better for me, if I had had 
antipœdobaptiſt parents; for then the miniſ- 
ters would willingly have baptized me now. 
P. What do you think to do in this caſe? 
A. I hear that there are in ſome parts of 
England antipœdobaptiſts that are more for a 
general communion of all ſaints ; and that do 
either continue in the communion of the eſta- 
bliſhed church themſelves, or at leaſt will bap- 
tize a man that does: and that do not require, 
that when one renounces the devil and wick= 
edneſs, one muſt alſo renounce all the catho- 
lick church except themſelves. And I think 
to find out ſome ſuch man: for I would wil- 
lingly ſo receive my baptiſm, as to keep my 
old creed, and own (c) the catbolick church, and 1. 
the communion of ſaints; and be baptized into . 
the chriſtian church, as ſuch, and not into any in 
(b) Part II. Ch. ix. 5 2. le) Hit. Part II. 
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4 A Conference between two Men 


particular ſect. I want fuch a man as Mr. 
Tombs was. 

P. I do the more heartily pity your caſe, 
becauſe T have had great doubts about Infant- 
Baptiſm myſelf, and cantinued under them for 
ſome years, and during all that time felt great 
3 of conſcience. And I indeed was 


tke to fall away farther than you are like to 


do; for 1 ſhould have gone totally over to 


them, and ſhould not only have forſaken the 


church, but ſhould have been probably by this 
time a great hater of it, and railed againſt it, 
as many of them do. For as for the way that 
you take, it would not have come into my 
mind: it is, you know, more ſpoken againſt 


than either of the other. You will be called 


a Jack on both tides, a 8 between two 
Opinions. 

A. I do not halt between two opinions; 
but do, by a perſuaſion that is now firmly ſet- 


tled, hold theſe two things: 1/, That 9 5 doc- 


trine of Infant-Baptiſm is an error. 2dly, 
That one is not to ſeparate from a church 


merely for ſome error held, or erroneous prac- 
tice uſed by them; provided this error be not | 


ſuch as docs aver! the foundation. And this is 
owned in the confeſſion of faith of one hundred 
churches of antipedobaptiſts, printed at London, 
1699. And (4) it appears alſo by plain con- 
ſequences from what they there ſay (e), that 


taey themſelves do not take this error to be 


tuch. 


(d) Gbps , xxvii 10 In the Preface. 
& What! 


"I | 


aboat Inrant-BapTISN. 0p 
P. What! do thoſe hundred churches live 
then in communion with the church of Eng-- 
land © or do they ſeparate from it, as all the 
antipœdobaptiſts about us, you ſee, do? 
A. That I do not know. But by their" 
own principles they ought to hold commu- 
nion, if the church would admit them. 
P. What do you do when in the time of 
publick ſervice an infant is baptized? You 
cannot join in thoſe prayers. 
A. Not in all of them. That (J) God 
would bleſs the infant, and that (in caſe he 
live to maturity) God would make him a good 
man, I pray with the reſt. To the other 
prayers in that form of baptizing I give no- 
amen: but read in the mean while ſome 
chapter 1 in the Bible. 
P. By this rule, not only the e 
3; iſis, but much more the preſbyteriaus, indepen- 
t- dents, &c. ought to come to church, though 
c- {they hold their particular opinions. And by 
Y, the ſame rule, put the caſe that the church of 
England ſhould declare for your opinion of 
antipœdobaptiſm, and eſtabliſh it by vote in 
convocation, and by law; I, and others that 
believe Infant- Baptiſm to be the right way, 
ought not even in that caſe to forſake her com- 
munion ; but only getting our own children 
baptixed, oughr in other things to hold com 
union (g). | a 


HH. Part II. Chap. xi. $7. # $4. (e Hit. 
Part II. Chap. xi. $6. | 
| A 5 8 A. 1 
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A. I do conceive it clear from Scripture, 
that both theſe your conſequences are true; 
provided you and they may be admitted with- 
out declaring any aſſent and conſent contrary 
to your own opinions. And the church of 
England does not require any ſuch (+) aſſent 
and conſent in order to lay-communion. And 


it is plain alſo from ſcripture, that ſuch com- 


munion ought to be conſtant; and that the 
man ſo joining ought 70 avoid all that cauſe 
diviſions, Rom. xvi. 17. (that 1s, renounce 


communion with them) though thoſe dividers 


may hold opinions which he thinks to be truex 
in ſome particular matters. And in a word, 
that all chriſtians in the world that hold the 


tame fundamentals, ought to make one church, 


though differing in leſſer opinions: and that 
the fin, the miſchief, and danger to the ſouls 
of men, that divide into thoſe many ſects and 


parties among us, does (for the moſt of them) 


_ conſiſt not ſo much in the opinions them- 
_ ſelves, as in their dividing and ſeparating for 
them. 

P. This way of yours, if practicable, would 
cure at once God knows how many miſchiefs. 
But you ſee the world is not of your ſenti- 
ment: for as ſoon as they fall into any parti- 
cular opinion in religion, they ſet up a a” 
rate church for it. 

A. Not all the world. It is only in England 
and Holland where this humour does ſo gene- 

rally prevail. In other parts of Chriſtendom 


(>) Hiſt, Part II. Chap. xi. 5 2. 


they 
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they (though holding different opinions, yet) 
do account ſehiſm from them a great wicked- 
neſs,” and-a great miſchief. And, to ſhew you 
they are in the right in thinking ſo, I will 
{becauſe you ſeem not to have conſidered this 
matter ſo well as ſome others) refer you to 
ſome plain places of ſcripture, which if you 
pleaſe now to' peruſe, I will be filent the while. 
See what our Saviour himſelf ſays, John x. 16. 
John xvii. 11. And what the primitive chriſ- 
rians practiſed, As ii. 46. and iv. 32. And 
what St. Paul ſays, 1 Cor. i. 10, 11, 12. and 
2, 3, 4- alſo the whole twelfth chapter: Eph. 
ii. 18, Sc. to the end. Where the Jewiſh and 
Gentile chriſtians are ſhewed to be one body, 
one houſhold, one temple filly framed Yegether : 
and yet theſe were of different opinions in ſe- 
veral matters. Likewiſe chap. iii. 6. iv. I 
to 13. Phil. ii. 1, 2. where he uſes the moſt 
ſolemn adjurations to this purpoſe. But I 
would more eſpecially recommend to you the 
reading of Gal. v. 20, 21. Phil. iii. 15, 16. 
The fourteenth chapter to the Romans, and 
part of the fifteenth, to ver/e 7. and alſo Rom. 
xXV..17.—Have you read them? 

P. Yes, I have: and I thank you for direct- 
ing me to them. For though there is none of 
them but what I had read before, yet I had not 
—_— how fully * they are to this 

© 'Y 

A. Are they not plain, full and carneſtT 
Do you find any of the controverted points to 
be ee by — in words nigh ſo 


plain 
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plain or pathetic ? Whatever diſputes be raiſed, 
whether ſuch or fuch a point be a fundamen- 
tal, there can be no doubt but this is one of 
the moſt fundamental of all. You ſee in that 
of Gal. v. where St. Paul gives a'roll or cata- 
logue of ſuch fins as ſhall certainly exclude 
men from heaven, that he reckons editions 
and herefies among them. And thoſe are the 
words by which he commonly denotes parties, 
factions, diviſions and ſchiſms in the church; 

as appears by comparing 1 Cor. xi. 11 19. 
and ſeveral other places. 15 


P. I obſerve ſome of theſe places t to require | 


that we ſhould be ke-minded, of the ſame 
mind, mind the ſame things, &c. Do not theſe 
mean that we muſt be all of one opinion: 
which is the thing that we find to be impoſ- 
8 
A. I have read a book of biſhop Stilling- 
feet s, called The Unreaſonableneſs of Separa- 
tion; which ſhews (1) that the original words 
in thoſe places do fignify no other than what 
we ſay in Engliſh, Unanimous. And men may 
be unanimous in the qoint-worſhip of. God, 
though they be not of the fame mind in all 
diſputable things. And he alſo plainly ſhews 
there, that that command of St. Paul, Phil. iii. 
15, 16. is to be;applied-ſo, namely, that if we 
differ about the-lawtulneis- or unlawfulneſs of 
ſome particular practices, it is to be hoped 
that God will in time bring us to a right and 
Wen underſſanding of them: "on chat in 
0 A. nfs, 14, 1% 7- 
Aigle the 
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the mean time we ſhould, in the things tobere- 
unto we have attained, or wherein we- are 

agreed, worſhip God with a joint rule of wor- 
ſhip. But this is more fully and plainly com- 
manded by St. Paul in that other place, Roni 
chap. xiv. and xv. to ver/e 8. where giving 
rules to thoſe that differed in opinions, he or- 
ders them not to judge or deſpiſe one another 
for them; but to receive one another; meaning. Kal 
to eciftian communion and brotherhood, ag?” FRY 
the ſcope of the place ſhews. e 
P. That place is indeed full to this pitpole. 

And the command he gives with ſuch earneſt- 

neſs, Kom. xvi. 17. to av thoſe that cauſe 
diviſions, is a plain proof that we ought not 
| only to beware that we do not ourſelves make 
any divifion, but alſo to avoid thoſe that do. 
But ſome ſay baptiſm is a fundamental; and 
therefore that hes that differ about it cannot 
be of one communion. 
A. That baptiſm is a fundamental, I am 
inclined to be of their opinion: It is ſo plainly 
commanded in ſcripture, and ſo much fireſs 
laid on it. Which makes me amazed at the 
Qualers, and fome of the Socinians, that call 
themſelves chriſtians, while they reject it. But 
the parties we ſpeak of do both of them own 
baptiſm : They differ only about the age « or 
manner of receiving it. 

P. Well. Upon the W matter, I am 
knfblewhat:thank;1 owe to God for reſtrain- 
ing me from the error of antipœdobaptiſm, 
hich would in my caſe have been attended 

1 A 6 V ith 
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with the ſin of ſchiſm ; which is, I ſee, ten 
times worſe than the error itſelf. 

A. I ſhall be obliged to you, if you will let 
me know the grounds upon which you over- 
came the ine lination to that which you call ax 
error, but I think is the truth: For you ſay 
you were once inclined to it. Were it not that 
you ſeem a ſerious man, I ſhould be afraid that 
you overcame it as people ule to overcome any 
good motion of conſcience, namely, by ſtifling 
the conviction you had. 

P. Not fo : but I had certainly yielded my- 
ſelf up to it, if I had not conſulted ſome of 
more underftanding than myſelf, and particu- 
larly Mr. B. the miniſter of the pariſh I live 
in. And I would crave leave to aſk you, whe- 

ther you have taken the ſame courſe ; that is, 
whether you did propoſe to him that has the 
cure of your ſoul, or ſome other miniſter, your 
doubts about your baptiſm received in in- 


fancy, before you came to this reſolution of 


renouncing it? 
A. I confeſs J have not. 
P. How then can you acquit this courſe of 
yours from being raſh and precipitate, in a 
matter of fo great moment. Thoſe men, who 
having doubts concerning any practice, or any 
doctrine received in the church, do uſe all 
means that are in their power for clearing of 
the truth; if they be yet at laſt miſtaken in 
judging ; and the error do, after their beſt 
endeavours for information, appear to them 
to be the truth; will, as we have. reaſon to 
2 | hope, 
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hope, obtain an eaſy pardon of God for their 
miſtake. But it ſeems; plainly to be a fin of 
preſumption in any of us to alter, on our own 
heads, a practice ſo univerſally received in 
Chriſt's church, without fo much as conſult- 
ing thoſe that are over us in the Lord, to ſee 
whether they can give any ſatis faction to our 
objections. You would not do ſo with a title 
of land conveyed to you in your infancy: if 
you thought you had diſcovered any flaw in 
| your old title, you would conſult a lawyer be- 
fore you threw it up to ſeek for a new one. 
If I did not otherwiſe perceive you to be a 
conſcientious man, and converſant in the ſcrip- 
tures, I ſhould queſtion whether you had learned 
thoſe firſt chriſtian leſſons of humility and 
modeſty, which teach us not to be wiſe in our 
own conceits. This duty of hearing and re- 
| garding our ſpiritual guides and paſtors, is 
E enjoined in texts of ſcripture as plain and ex- 
| preſs as thoſe you recommended to me, Ephe/. 
iv. 11, 12, 13, 14. where it is ſhewn to be 
neceſſary for us, in order to our preſervation 


9 W 


from being zoffed to and fro, and carried about 
a with every wind of new doctrine. Allo 1 The,. 
o iv. 12, 13. Heb. xiii. 179. Malachi ii. 7. and 
many other ſuch places. I am ſure it is that 


without which I ſhould have been undone. 
A. What I ſaid before againſt diviſions, may 


f 
n 8 fatisfy you that I am no deſpiſer of the church 
ſt or the miniſters thereof. But I have read many 


of the books written for, as well as thoſe againſt 
infant-baptiſm. Moſt of the former are gy 
0 B 6 7 
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by miniſters: and it is in their books. that 


we expect the beſt of their reaſons and proofs. 
P. I had done the fame: but I find that 


without the other, is not nigh ſo uſeful. A 


living guide at hand, to explain things that 
are obſcure, anſwer any emergent objection, 
inforce and clear an argument where it ſeems 


deficient,” Sc. is a help greater than one would 


think. A man that can read a good phy ſic- 


dook, may think himſelf able to preſcribe 
medicines to himſelf out of it: but he com- 
_— makes mad work of it, if he goes about 


Beſides that, in this caſe of ſpiritual di- 
enten theſe are the men whom God has ap- 
pointed to watch for our ſouls, as they that 
muſt give account: and he is moſt OF to 


give a bleſſing to his own means. 


A. Did you find Mr. B. willing to diſcourſe 
calmly and friendly with you ? I have heard 
that they generally are apt to deſpiſe a man 
that comes with theſe ſcruples; and rather to 
chide, deride, and perhaps hate him; than 
patiently hear his reaſons, and take Funn to 
fatisfy him. 

P. L have heard the ſame. But 1 found by 
experience that there is nothing more contrary 


to truth than that inſinuation; which ſeems to 
have been raiſed on purpoſe to obſtruct the 
fruit of their miniſtry. They do on the con- 
trary own that this is one of their proper bufi- 


neſſes, and that one of the greateſt diſcourage- 
ments they meet with, is, to find that people 


have ſo little * for their advice and aſſiſt- 


REF, 
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ance, as not to ſend for them when they are 
ſick, conſult them when they are in any doubt, 
Sc. When 1 had, in difcourſe with any An- 
tipœdobaptiſts, met with any new argument 
or objection that did puzzle me, and came to 

him with it; he did not only patiently -give 
me the hearing, but alſo ſhewed an unwilling- 
neſs to part with me, until he had given full 
ſatisfaction to my mind: or, if the caſe re- 
quired, he would ſhew me fome book to read 
at my leiſure, where that * was more 
fully cleared. In a word, as I have occafion 
to love him better, ſo J am ſatis fied that he 
loves me better than he did before 1 wr him 
that trouble. 

A. I may then perhaps take your advice, 
and diſcourſe with our miniſter, or ſome other, 
before I fully reſolve. But in the mean time, 
I defire you to let me know what were the 
chief reaſons by which Mr. B. ſatisfied you. 

P.+It was the work of ſeveral conferences, 
reading of books and places of ſcripture, to 
which he referred me. And you cannot think 
hat the ſubſtance of all that can be given in 
y this half hour, without great OE to 
yy the force of the argument. 

o A. I ſhall make allowance for that. Only 
je tell me the chief heads of matters. I will 
- {Konſider, confer, and read books about them 
-t my leiſure. 
-P. He firſt adviſed me (ſeeing I had atrexdy 

le Head and thought much of that matter) that 1 
t- (ould let him know which of the reaſons and 
e, 5 I 8 objections 
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objections brought by the antipœdobaptiſts I 
could anſwer my may (elf For they bring many 
arguments, ſome of more weight, foie of leſs, 
and ſome of none at all. 
A. This was a good method, both to ſhorten 
thediſpute, and make it more diſtin& andclear. 
P. I told him; That 
Firſt, I did already underſtand that in the 
text of St. Matt. xxvill. 19. (which is the chief 
account of Chriſt's commiſſion to baptize the 
nations) Go ye, therefore, and teach all nations, 


baptizing them. The word which is tranſlated, 


teach, does not properly ſignify (&) teach, but 


k) Hiſt. Part II. Cha . 0 P. . | 
org Chap. vi. 5 1. (Ho? e 
| 0 


Py ©) we a 


male diſciples; or enter diſciples : or, (to ex- Wth 
' preſs it in one word, as our Saviour does} N 
diſciple all the nations, or proſeiyte lo me all ihe N or 
nations, baptizing them. W. 
A. Well; That is granted by all the under- fa 
ſtanding men of our opinion. | he 
P. Secondly, That whereas in the text of St. 
John ili. 5. Except a man be born of water, and w: 
of the ſpirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of un 
God; ſome antipœdobaptiſts do catch hold wi 
of the word man (1) there, and ſay, it muſt be G. 
a man grown, and not a child; I underſtood /a 
that to be a miſtake, proceeding from 1gno-M ca 
rance of the original word: and that our Sa-W/ 
viour's own word 1s ſuch as ſignifies, any one, 
or any perſon, man, woman, or child. 
A. But was not this to yield the whole 
matter at once? For if no perſon, man, woman, 
(7) Ib id. 
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or child, can in God's ordinary way enter the 
kingdom of God without baptiſm ; is. not this 
a proof that children, as well as grown men. 
muſt be baptized ? 

P. I do think ſo now; that this text is 
enough to carry the whole diſpute before it. 

But I thought then that though the words 
be general, yet they muſt interpret them with 
a limitation to ſuch ſubjects as are capable of 
the thing ſpoken of: and I could not then 
conceive that a child, though he might be 
born of water, could be ſaid to be born of the 
ME ſpirit. And beſides; I queſtioned whether by 

that phraſe Born of water and of the Spirit] 
vas meant baptiſm at all: or whether it were 
only an allegorical phraſe, denoting by the 
word water, only the internal cleanſing or 
ſanctification of the heart (). But theſe things 
he cleared to me afterward. _ 

Another thing which I nad of myſelf, 
was, That I was ſatisfied that a child is not 
uncapable of being entered into a covenant 
with God. For this was the expreſs order of 
God himſelf; Deut. xxix. 10, II, 12. Ton 
hand this day all of you before the Lord: your 
captains, &c. your little ones, &c. that thou 
wuldeſt enter into covenant with the Lord thy 
God, and into his oath. And that they might, 
and did, receive in their infancy an outward 
ſacrament, namely, the ſacrament of circum- 
ciſion, as a ſeal of this covenant, is alſo plain 
and confeſſed. So that I myſelf was able to 
(in) Hiſt, Part II. Chap, x. 5 3. page 380. 
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ſee'the weakneſs of all thoſe arguments in the 
books of the antipœdobaptiſts, which repre- 
ſent an infant's being entered into any cove- 
nant at all with God, as an abſurd or ridiculous 
thing; and that I accounted all fuch their 
ſayings as make a mock at this, (becauſe the 
child has no fenſe) to be very profane; as 


caſting a reproach on the wifdom and former 


conduct of God himſelf, in appointing cir- 
cumciſion to children eight days old. More- 
over, whereas fome of them 8 That this 
covenant which the little ones were entered 
into, and which was fealed to them by circum- 
ciſion, was only a carnal covenant, to give 
them the land of Canaan, and to engage them 
in ſome carnal ordinances, and contained no 
fpiritual privilege or engagement in it; I could 
fee myſelf the falſhood of that pretence. For 
in Gen. xvii. where circumcition to the infants 
is inſtituted, the ſtyle of the covenant is; Walk 
before me, and be thou perfect. And on God's 
part, not only to give them the land of Canaan, 
but thus; To be a God to thee, and to thy ſeed 
after thee, ver. 7. And ſo likewiſe in the 
aforeſaid place of Deut. xxix. (where the little 
ones are entered) That be may be a God unto thee. 
And. in Chap. xxx. (which is one continued 
recital of the terms of the covenant then en- 
tered) And the Lord thy God will circumciſe 
thine heart, and the heart of thy ſeed, to love the 
Lord thy God with all thine heart, &c. v. 6. 
And on the man's part, v. 16. To love the Lord, 


to o walk. in his ways, and to keep his eammand- 
ments, 
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ments, &c.—Theſe ſurely are ſpiritual things, 
and what our Saviour calls the firſt and g great 
commandment. 
And as for the covenant of the ten com- 
mandments in Horeb, I perceived that it was 
made with the infants as well as others. For 
forty years after (when all (2) that were twenty 
years old at the giving the law were dead in 
the wilderneſs) Mo/es ſays, Deut. v. 2, 3. The 


Lord made a covenant wilh us in rel Even 


with us, who are all of us alive here this day. 


Moſt of thefe were infants and little children 


at that time. So that I counted it plain, that 
infants may be entered into a covenant with 
God, to do ſome fpiritual duties hereafter, of 
which they at preſent can have no knowledge 
or ſenſe; and to receive ſome. fpiritual Pri- 
vileges. 

A. Whether you call this covenant a carnal 
or a ſpiritual covenant ; the right to it was 
conveyed down in a carnal way, from father 
to ſon, by a fleſhly generation; and was a par- 
— privilege of TRE offspring of Abrabam's 

0 

P. The covenant had this property, that 

whoſoever was in it, had a right to bring all 


d bis children to be entered into it in their in- 


n- Fancy. But this was not limited or confined 


%½ to the offspring of Alralam's body: for the 


5½%„Nords are (o); He that is born in the houſe, or 


6 (ought with money of any firanger, which is not 


ra, 47) Numb. xvi, 325 3 3 it, xxvi. 64s * (s) Gen. 
id: WU, 2 4. 
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ſeſſion of. | 


F all them that believe under the goſpel. But 


of having any faith ar the time of their cir- 
cumciſion, as Abraham had. 5 


tion about words. For as the Pœdobaptiſts 


deny that it was to the infants the ſeal of a 


engaging them to love the Lord, to walk in his 
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of thy ſeed, 8c. muſt be circumciſed. And ſo a 


proſelyte was to circumciſe all his nales (p), N 


and then he was to be as one born. in the land, ol 
So that the covenant extended then (as it does N 
now) to all of any nation that would come n 
into it: and they were to bring into it all the {Wi 
infant children, not only of their own body, {Me/ 
but all that they had the legal cuſtody or poſ- Mn 


A. But here is a queſtion hotly diſputed, @ - 
Whether the circumciſion given to theſe in- 


fants, were to them a /eal of the righteouſneſs di 


of faith ? That it was ſo to Abraham himſelf, Ma! 
is expreſsly ſaid by St. Paul, Romans iv. 11. 
even of chat faith, by which he is he Father 


the antipedobaptiſts do deny that it was ſo Þ 
to the infants; becauſe they were not capable 


P. This diſpute ſeems to me only a conten- 


will not pretend that it was to the infants a 
ſeal of any actual faith then at that preſent 
wrought in their hearts : ſo the other cannot 


covenant then entered, by which covenant 
they were engaged to believe in the true God 
when they came to years of diforetion. For 
I quoted before the very words of the covenant 


Ways, Sc. And that ſuppoſes faith in him. 
e (D Exod. xii. 48, 49. a 
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And you may obſerve, that St. Paul, in 
Lom. x. 6, 7, 8. when he is going to qiote 


ovenant in Deut. xxx. (into which the little 
dnes were entered, Deut. xxix.) premiſes to 
he quotation theſe words; ; But the righteouſ- 


This is the word of faith, which we preach. 

A. Butdo you think that the covenant made 
to Abraham, into which the little ones were 
kdmitted, did contain any engagement on God's 
part, to give an eternal life after this; which 
s the chief thing in the goſpel-covenant ? ? 

P. Not only 1 do think ſo ; but all Chrif- 


by our Saviour's words. For he, at Matt. 
Kx11. 31. proves to the Sadducees the reſur- 
ection of Abrabam to eternal life from theſe 
words; I am the God of Abraham. And thoſe 
ery words had been part of the covenant 
ealed by circumciſion. Theſe Sadducees were 


TW 1 1 hs | * 


$ 

a We only men in the Jewiſh church that denied 
t Ihe reſurrection: and our Saviour here tells 
t Jhem, they err, not knowing the ſcriptures. But 


ll the orthodox Jews believed and expected 


d Wbcmſelves, Ads xxiv. 15. And it was from 
xr {bis covenant (which was ſealed by circum- 
nt iſion) that they expected it. 


ome paſſages out of that very recital of the 


beſs which is of faith ſpeaketh on this wiſe :. 
nd then having recited thoſe paſſages, he adds, 


t, as we perceive by St. Paul's appeal to them 


A. It is, you know, diſputed between the 
” parties, whether Abrabam's covenant was 

e lame with ours: the antipoedobaptiſts, 
77 many 


tians, except the Socinians. And it is plain 
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many of them ſay, No: for ours is called, 
Heb. viii. 6. A better covenant, e, Pablifhed 1 per 
better promiſes. 

P. I know it is ſo diſputed. But that in 
which they are agreed, and which is plain, is 
enough tor our purpoſe, namely, that in both 
| adminiſtrations, faith in God, and obedience 
to him, is required, and a faith alſo in the 
Mefliah ; the Jews believing him as to come; 
we, as already come: and that in both there 
are delivered promiſes, both for this life, and 
for that which is to come. On which account 
St. Paul, Gal. iii. 8. calls the former by the 
name of the goſpel preached before to Abraham: 
and at ver. 17. the covenant confirmed before 1 
God in Chrift. And that in both of them there 
is granted the direction and aſſiſtance of the 
fame ſpirit. 0 
They are alſo agreed on the other fide; that a; 

now ſince the actual coming of Chriſt; thereÞﬀt 
are more clear revelations of the future glory, 
greater and ſtronger motives to faith and obe- 
dience, (which if we neglect or deſpiſe, we 
fhall be ſubject to greater condemnation) a 
fuller and more particular knowtedge of the 
nature and offices of Chriſt, and-of his work 
of redemption wrought for us, Sc. On which 
account ours may be called, in ſome ſenſe, a 
ne to or a better covenant : thoꝰ the ſubſtance of 
the things declared, enacted, and revealed, be 
the ſame. 

But the only thing that concerns our preſent 


purpoſe, is this ; that an infant then was en- 
** tered 


* 
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red into a covenant containing in it an en- 
gagement to ſuch ſpiritual things, as he could 
no more underſtand, than an infant now can 
underſtand the things covenanted at baptiſm. 
So far therefore 1 told Mr. B. I could go of 
myſelf, in anſwering the doubts and objections 
againſt Infant-Baptiſm; that I could ſee plainly 
that an infant 1s not uncapable of being entered 
into a covenant with God, obliging him to do 
and to believe ſome things hereafter, (if he live) 
t-which at preſent he can have no ſenſe; and 
hat upon ſuch his entrance he may be made 
immediately an heir of eternal life by cove- 
hant, which will hold good ſo long till he by 
actual fin does break the ſaid covenant. And 
hat I conceived this tranſaction, that was then 
lone by God's command in ſpiritual things, 
to bear ſome reſemblance to what we ſee every 
day done in temporal affairs; namely, a deed 
of land with covenants is ſealed to an infant, 
and the guardian, in the infant's name, ſeals. 
he counterpart : there is no difficulty in un- 
derſtanding that the infant, when he grows up, 
uſt (if he will hold that land) perform the 
ovenants mentioned in the deed : and that if 
rke will not, he loſes all right to that inheri- 
chWſance ; but in the mean time the deed is not 
Y nfignificant, becauſe the infant does not un- 
 ofMerſtand it. 
be A. You granted that an infant is not un- 
apable of all this ; but that ſuch a thing is 
poſſible to be done, if God pleaſe: and that 
ome ſuch thing was done by his order in the 
| caſe 
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caſe of circumciſion. But this does not prove, 
That (now, ſince circumciſion is aboliſhed) 
we muſt ſet up any ſuch practice in ſpiritual 
things without an order from him. 
P. No. Sol thought then that this does 
not follow. Neither do I think now that it 
follows merely from thence ; that becauſe an 
infant is capable of ſuch a token of a covenant 
as baptiſm is, therefore it muſt be given to 
him. But this takes off the force of all tho 
arguments of the antipœdobaptiſts, which 
they raiſe from the incapacity of an infant, 
One half of what they fay is, not only that 
God has not ordered infants to be baptized; 
but alſo that it would have been an abſurd off 
fooliſh thing to order it. And they do not 
mind, that all the jeers they caſt upon Sah). 
baptiſm, (as they call it) taken from the 1n- 
capacity of an infant for ſuch an holy ordi- 
| nance, do reflect upon the wiſdom of God, 
who appointed circumcifion, which by the 
fame rule, they may call Saby-circumciſion. 
Mr. B. alſo ſhewed me afterwards grounds 
from ſcripture that do much confirm the con- 
ſequence from the uſe of circumciſion to that]: 
of baptiſm. But I am telling you as yet, 
only how far I could argue or anſwer theit 
arguments myſelff. E 
A. Thus far you could go: and J do not 
fee but you might go ſo far upon good ground, 
What were the remaining difficulties at which 


P. Nothing but that which you mentioned 
| uſt now. That though there is no reaſon but 
ac might have ordered baptiſm to infants 


85 that I could not find that he had done ſo. 
And therefore I queſtioned whether it were 
is meaning that infants ſhould be entered (at 


by plainly they were formerly) becauſe nei- 
her he nor his apoſtles have expreſſed any 
ch thing, (as it was plainly expreſſed before) 
or have given us any ie of it in the 
ew teſtament. 
A. Well. That is the chief of all. And 
at was a thing in which I am ſure Mr. B 
ould 2 ſatisfy ho Pray, what did he ſay 
d that * 
p. He ſaid that our Saviour's command to 
ſriple the nations, baptizing them, being given 
very ſhort and general words, expreſſing 
ly the term nations, and not deſcending to 
preſs particularly the ſorts. of perſons that 
ake up the nation; it was neceſlary, in order 
nur judging whether he meant infants and 
I, or only the adult men of the nations, to 


> any proſelyte of the nations that came 
er from his heatheniſm to the true religion, 


mitted into covenant with the true God. 
(g) Hit. IntroduRt, (1,2. 
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rtionably to the uſe of circumciſion ; 


aſt by any viſible token) now, (though 1 


ind (q) what was then and before that time 
vally done in the Jewiſh church in receiv- 


d defired that he and his children might be 


% a S 
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And that it was uſeful alſo to know how th 
primitive chriſtians (who lived ſo nigh. thd 
times of the apoſtles, as that they might eaſih 
know what the apoſtles ordered with pd 
to infants) did practiſe this command. 

And as to the firſt of theſe things: he mad 
me underſtand (what I knew not before) that 
ſuch a proſelyte of the nations was wont t 
be baptized, and his children likewiſe (v). 

A. This is news. He was wont to be cir 


cumciſed, he and all his males, we know. Bu p 
baptized : how does he prove that ? fu 
P. From a great many paſſages i in the book A 

of the Jewiſh writers, who, in ſetting down? 
the cuſtoms of their nation, do mention tM tb 
baptizing of ſuch a proſelyte and his chilW1y 
dren, male and female, as ordinarily as the th 
do the circumciſing of the male ones. = UW 
A. Did he ſhew you theſe paſſages in ( 
books themſelves? 1 wiſh I could be ſatis filly ba 
Whether there be any truth in this matter ch 
".- th; 
P. The books themſelves are written in ii ba 
Hebrew or Chaldee language. But there N 
ſeveral Engliſh and Latin writers of unqudI”*« 
tionable credit, who do quote the places: ſud ſay 
as Dr. Hammond, Dr. 75 g foot, Mr. Sei , 
Ainſworth, &c. Of 18 he ſhewed and le da 
me ſome, and directed me to others. Thi 405 
do produce the words of the. Jewiſh writen Ar 
name the book and page, and give the tr an. / 
tion. He lent me alſo a book called Int. 


0 Hip. IntroduRt, (2, 3. 


4. # 4 


Hill 
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Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm, where (as in the 
book itſelf, are given the paſſages of the eldeſt 
W chriſtians concerning the baptizing infants, 
ſo) in the Introduction, the chief of thoſe 
places concerning the Jewiſh Baptiſm are col- 
lected; and references given to the books be- 
fore named, and a great many others, for any 
one that will, to find more of the ſame. I 
ſpent two or three weeks in getting and read=- 
ing theſe books about the Jewiſh Baptiſm of 
proſelytes and their children, and at laſt was 
fully ſatisfied, that they had ſuch a cuſtom: 
And I underſtand by a late book of Leo Mo- 
14272 (5), and by ſome other accounts, that 
they have the ſame cuſtom till, if any proſe- 
i lyte comes over to them. And I found that 
e tho' there was a diſpute (/) between Dr Ham- 
nond on one fide, and Mr. Selden and Mr. Tombs 
"M8 (who was the moſt learned of the Antipœdo- 
ia baptiſts) on the other ſide, concerning the 
children of natural Jews; yet they all agree, 
that the infant children of Proſelytes were 
baptized; And that it was a common phraſe 
with them to call ſuch infants Proſelytes, as 
well as their parents. For they have ſuch 
ſayings as theſe : LSE 
If (u) with a Proſelyte, his ſons and his 
daughters be made Proſelytes ; that which is 


e by their father, redounds to their good, 

en And again, = 

ng. Hi. of the Jews, Part V. Ch. ii. i) Hift, 
Introduét. 5 3. bo (u) mas Bab. Chetubsth, Ch. i. 


A 
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A (x) Praſelyte that is under ape, 1s baptized il 
upon the knowledge [or profeſſion] of the houſe 
of judgment, 5 is, the ſynagogue or church ſt 

of the place] and they become to him à father. fl. 

And again, os ql 

An Iraelite that takes a little beathen child, I 

or finds an heathen infant, and baptizes him for m 

a Proſelyte : behold he is a Proſelyte. Maimon. 

Halach. Aibdim. c. viii. For it ſeems that it 
was their cuſtom with infant children whom 
they either took in war, or found expoſed in 
the highways by their heathen parents.” Of 

which you may ſee more in the aforeſaid . 
Books. 80 . 

A. If I were ſure of this it would go a great . 
way with me. For ſuch a cuſtom would di-. 
rect one to another ſenſe of oue Saviour's . 

word, diſciple or make diſciples, than I ſhould . 
otherwiſe have thought of. For putting the . 

caſe that it was then cuſtomary to baptize ſuch . 
infants, and call them Proſelytes, and they 1 
were uſually ſaid to be made Proſelytes (which 13 
ſeems much the ſame word as diſciples) out NI 


Saviour's command in theſe Words; Go, di/- ba 
ciple, or make diſciples all the nations, bapti- Nuo 


Zing them; would ſeem to me to include the... 
Infants as well as others. Fora man is to take + 
words in that ſenſe, in which they were cur- 
rent at the place and time in which they were f 
ſpoken. So that it would in that caſe, ſeem ton 
me neceſſary that our Saviour, if he meant ple 


they 
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they ſhould, in baptizing the nations, not 


baptize infants, as had been uſually done, 


ſhould have ſald ſo. 


„ You draw naturally the ſame conſe- 


quence that Mr. B. urged to me. For when 
] had read the aforeſaid books, and owned 


myſelf ſatisfied that there was ſuch a cuſtom, 
he ſaid to me; Netz an antipœdobap- 


« tiſt congregation 


hould ſend one of their 


« teachers to ſome heathen iſland, with a 


« that 35 85 and baptiſe them; He indeed 
« would not think himſelf commanded to 
ce baptize the infants, becauſe that was not 


// 7 0” 


« commiſſion in thoſe words; Go, diſciple 


ee the cuſtom of the church that ſent him. 


But ſuppoſing a miniſter be ſent by the 
* church of England with a commiſſion in the 
« very ſame words; Go, diſciple that nation, 
« and bapliſe them ; would not he think him- 


La) 


La) 


c 


- 


„ ſuch as were converted and baptized ?” 
I granted he would: becauſe that was the 
known cuſtom and meaning of the church 


were ſent with a commiſſion given in the ſaid 
words; what could they think other, but that 
they muſt do as had been uſually done in the 


or? © WOOL £ 
He aſked me alſo this queſtion ; ſuppoſe 


2 circumciſed 


ſelf commanded to baptiſe the infants of 
that ſent him. So ſays he, when the apoſtles 


church where they and their maſter had always 


our Saviour had bid the apoſtles, Go, diſci- 
ple all the nations, and [ inſtead of baptizing, 
had ſaid] circumciſe them ; muſt they not have 
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Circumciſed the infants of the nations as well 
as the grown men, though. there had been 
no expreſs mention of infants in the commif. 
' fron? I granted it. Then, ſaid he, what 
e js the reaſon that in caſe circumciſion had 
been appointed to the Gentile nations, it 
«© muſt of courſe have been given to infants?” 
Iſaid, becauſe the apoſtles knew of themſelves, 
that circumciſion was uſually given to infant, 
He deſired me to draw the ſame conſequence 
from what the apoſtles muſt know of — ne 
uſually given to infants. - 
A. I ſhould be almoſt of his mind, if the 
matter of fact were certain. But of what cre 
dit are thoſe Jewiſh books that mention this 
cuſtom? 
P. They are ſuch as the Jews own for the 
moſt authentic they have, except the Bible 
And not only the books of particular men 
but their Miſna and Talmud (which are t 
them much the ſame as the book of Canon: 
or the Rubrick are with our church) are ful 
of theſe orders about receiving and baptizing 
Proſelytes, the Men and their Children. Noy 
how fallible ſoever the Jews were in judgin 
what is fit to be done; yet they cannot fail « 
being ſufficient witneſſes of the matter of fac 
and able to tell what was actually done amo 
themſelves. 

A. From what authorities in Moſes la 
did the Jews infer this neceſſity of a Proſelyte 


baptiſm? : 
| P. The 
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P. They reckoned that the whole body of 


heir nation, men, women, and infants, was 
Waptized unto Moſes (not only 7z the cloud and 4 
in the ſea, as St. Paul ſays they were, 1 Cir. 
1, 2. For the cloud and ſea covered men and 
children all alike, but alſo) juſt before the 
iving of the law, in Exod. xix. where Moſes - 
js ordered thus, ver. 10. Sandify the Feople 
0 day and to-morrow, &c. Fhey hold, that 
he way by which Moſes ſanctit Red them on 
heſe *two days, was by waſhing them (for 
hey prove from many places of their law, that 
dy ſan#ifying, is often meant waſaing : elpe- 
lally where any man is ſaid to ſanctity other 
en.) And ſince it was commanded in Numb. 
xv. 16. One law and one manner ſhall be for 
2 and for the firanger, [or Proſelyte] Sc. 
ney conclude, that as their own nation, 
en, women and children, were entered into 
ovenant by the ſanctification of waſhing or 
Waptiſm, fo ought a Proſelyte; and if he will 
ave his children entered, ſo ought they. 
A. I ſee it is neceſſary to know the ſenſe in 
hich the words of any law were uſed at the 
ime when that law was given. But does it 
ot ſeem ſtrange that we ſhould have need to 
ecur to the Jewiſh Talinud for ſettling a point | 
n our religion? 
P. You expreſs that queſtion improperly. 
yre The point of proſelyting (or making diſciples) 
he nations, is ſettled by Chriſt. But ſince 
Thee was a Jew by nation, and ſpoke the phraſes 
f that language; what hinders but that we 


B 3 may 


«4 


* 
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may learn from Jewiſh books what that phraſe 
of proſelyting, or making diſciples, did then 
| . Uſually ſignify in that language? One of the 
= main articles of our faith, is, that Chriſt was 
| cruciſied: and ſince crucifying was a ſort of 
| death not ordinarily uſed by the Jews, but 
| by the Romans, (for it was a common way by 
| which the Roman {laves, guilty of any notori- 
[ ous crime, were executed) we underſtand by 
Roman writers what ſort of death it was ; the 
cruelty of it, the form of the gibbet or croſs 
to which they were nailed, Sc. more parti- 
_ cularly than we do by the words of ſcripture. 
And yet nobody i is ſo filly as to ſay, we ground 
the belief of that article upon the Roman 
| hiſtories. It is only the uſe and proper ſig- 
nification of the word that we learn from 
them. 

A. If this was the meaning of the word, 
diſcipling ; and this was the cuſtom to make 
the infant-children of Proſelytes diſciples, (as. 
well as the parents) and call them ſo, and e 

baptize them; the rules and conditions of this. 
gilpurs are turned u on the Antipœdobaptiſts. . 
For whereas they uk d to ſay; © Since bap- e. 
e tiſm was a new ordinance inſtituted by 
« Chrift; his ſaying nothing of infants, is a 
„ ſign he meant not to include them. It will 
te be rather ſaid, on the contrary, ſince it was 
« no new ordinance, but a thing that had 
* been uſually given to infants ; his not excep- 
* ting of infants, is a ſign he meant not to ex- 
« clude them.” So that the proof will : on 
them 
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them to ſhew that infants are forbidden td be 
baptized. 

| P. You ſay no more than Dr. Lightfoot (a 
man of the greateſt ſkill in the Hebrew cuſ- 
toms and language) ſays on this (z) argument. 
If baptiſm and the baptizing of infants had 
t been a new thing, and unheard of until Joh 

'W © Baptift came, as circumciſion was, until 
God appointed it to Abraham ; there would 
have been no doubt, as expreſs command 
for baptizing infants, as there was for circum= 
s «© cifing them. But when the baptizing of 
- © infants was a thing commonly known and 
J © uſed, as appears by inconteſtable evidence 
I from their writers; there needed not expreſs. 
ne affertions that ſuch and ſuch perſons were to 
"© © be the objects of baptiſm, &c.” 

And in another book (a) having ſhewn at 
large thar this was the cuſtom, he concludes, 
*« That fince it was ordinary in all ages before, 
* to have infants baptized, if Chr;# would 
© have had that cuſtom aboliſhed, he would 
« have expreſsly forbidden it. So that his and 
te the ſcriptures ſilence in this matter, does 
confirm and eſtabliſh infant-baptiſm for 
«ever (0). 

And there is a quotation which Mr. B. 
| ſhewed me from a chriſtian writer of the eldeſt- 
times, which farther confirms this notion and 
meaning of the Word d: ſeipling, to have been : 

(z) Harmony on John i. 25. 

(a) Hor, Heb, on Matt. iii. (5) Hiſt. Introdutt. $ 4. 

B. 4 then 
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chen in common uſe, It is from Fuſtin Mar- 
He's apology for the chriſtian religion to the 
emperor Anloninus Pius. This Tuſtin was him— 
felt a Jew, (1 mcan/a Samaritan few) born in 
the apoſtles times, and converted to chriſtia- 
nity about thirty years after; and he ſpeaking 
there of the continent life led by the chriſtians, 
ſays, © Several perſons among us ſixty or ſe- 
1 years old, cf both ſexes, that were 
«« difcipled to Chrif in their childhood, do 
« continue virgins.” He uſes the very lame 
word that 1s in the text of St. Matibew; Co, 
diſciple the nations baptizing them. And this; 
he ſays, was done to them in their childhood: 

A. I ſhall judge better of this matter, when 
J read the books you mention. 

P. Our Saviour alſo, Mat. x. 42. ſpeaks of 
a cup of cold water given to one of thoſe little 
ones in the name of a diſciple. But there is 
one thing more, you will obſerve if you read 
the ſaid books, namely, that the Jews did 
commonly call the baptiſm of ſuch a Proſe- 
lyte, his (c) Regeneration, | or, being born 
again] and ſo do all the chriſtians of thoſe el- 
geſt times call the chriſtian baptiſm by that 
name (d), and the ſaid Fuftin Martyr for one. 
This puts it beyond all doubt, that our Savi- 
our by thoſe words, Fobn ili. 3, 5. Except 
any one be born again, born of walter, &c. docs 
mean baptiſm; for that was the common 
phraſe for it at that time. 
ID 2 A. This 


(09. Hi. IntroduR. 5 6. (% Iii. Part I. ch. xi. 5 3: 
pe iii. 3 2. Part II. ch. vi. 5 1. Ts | 
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A. This takes off one of the objections 
which you ſaid you had againſt applying that 
text to the proof of infant baptiſm. But what 
ſay you to the other, horn of water and of the 
ſpirit ? How can a baptized infant be ſaid to 

be born of the ſpirit ? 

P. There are ſome operations of the bets. 
ſpirit, as working actual faith, repentance, . 
Sc. in the heart, of which an infant indeed 1s, 
not capable. But when God docs apply the; 
pardon of original guilt, does transfer a perſon 
out of the ſtate of nature into the ſtate of grace 
land of the chriſtian - covenant, does unite him 
as a member into the myſtical body of Chriſt, 
accept him for his child, Sc. theſe things, 
and theſe promiſes, are ſpoken of iff ſcripture _ 
Es done, ſealed, and applied to the perſon 4 
> be ſpirit. Now of theſe latter an infant is 
; capable. And Fohn the baptiſt is ſaid to be 
1 {filled with the Holy Ghoſt even from his 1 mo- 
4 Ether's womb. : 
2 And a perſon that is cable of ſome of the 
great ends of baptiſm wrought by the ſpirit, 
may be baptized for them; though he be not 
t ps yet capable of all the ſeveral ends for which 
. {Paptiſm is deſigned. For our Saviour, who 
as not capable of remiſſi jon of ſins, regene- 
j Wation, Fc. was baptized for the other ends = 
s What baptiſm is deſigned for. 

n Mr. B. ſhewed me where tlle chief of the 
anti pœdobaptiſts, (e) Toms, Danvers, & C. 

18 „ | B x 5 e 

z. be) . Part II. ch. vi. 9% 1: IT 
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do own this application of Chriſt's /pirit to in- 
fants, and God's putting them into Chriſt, 
uniting them to him by his holy ſpirit; and 
the ancients do ſpeak at the ſame rate (/). 
A. Then it is in this ſenſe, I ſuppoſe, that 
the church of England gives thanks to God, 
«© That it has pleaſed him to regenerate the 
« baptized infant with the holy ſpirit ; to re- 
«« ceive him for his own child by adoption, 
s and to incorporate him into his holy church.” 
P. Yes, doubtleſs. _ 
A. But will not this text ſo cleared from 
the objections, and underſtood thus [that ex- 
cept any perſon, man, woman or ehild, be 
baptized, they cannot enter intothe kingdom of 
prave too much, in your ſenſe, in reſ- 
pect of ſuch infants as by ſome unavoidable 
accident do miſs of baptiſm? _ 
P. Not more than it does now in your ſenſe, 
being underſtood of all grown perſons ; many 
of whom do, after they have reſolved to re- 
ceive baptiſm, miſs of it by ſudden death, &c. 
All ſuch texts of ſcripture are to be underſtood 
with an allowance, namely, that ſuch or ſuch 


an ordinance is appointed by God as the ordi- 


ary (g) means, or ordinary condition of ſal- 

vation: Not that we are to bind God to the 
means that he has bound us to. As in the caſe 
of circumciſion omitted, though the rule was as 
peremptory as this; That ſoul ſhall be cut of : 
Tbid, Part I. ch. xv. 5 5, and q. 

5 Hift, Part II- ch. 1.5 7. Y 


of. 


about INFANT<BAPTISM. 35. 


Yet where his providence made it impractica- . 
ble, he did not execute the penalty; and yet 
in ordinary caſes the rule ſtood firm. 

A. I think the antipœdobaptiſts generally 
have in this reſpect the moſt charitable opinion 
of any. They moſt of them (all of them, ex- 
cept ſuch as pry into the decrees of election 
and reprobation) are very poſitive that all chil- 
dren dying in infancy, baptized or not, born 
of parents godly or ungodly, chriſtians, turks, 

| or heathens, do go to heaven. 

P. This were to good purpoſe, if the king- 
dom of heaven were at their diſpoſing. 

But if we have no promiſe of God, it is not 
a promiſe of man that will keep us from deſ- 
pair. I remember a ſaying of St Auſtin (h 
againſt the Pelagians, (who denied any origi- 
nal fin in infants; and ſaid, if infants died un- 
baptized, they might be faved ; that is be in 
[ſome good place hereafter, tho' not in the 
kingdom of heaven) © Let us not of our own: 
heads promiſe any eternal ſalvation to in- 
d fants without the baptiſm of Chriſt, which 
h the holy ſcripture, that is to be preferred 
„to all human wit, does not promiſe.” 

. A. What made theſe Pelagians ſay, they 

ne (ould not go to heaven, and yet be in ſome 

ſe (other good place? 

a3 P. They ſaid they ſhould be in ſome good 

7 place, as having no ſin. But they did not 
dare ſay they ſhould go to heaven, except they 

ere baptized; becauſe our Saviour had 


1%) Ibid, Part I. ch. vi. 5 5. 
B 6 
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given 


be born of water &c. 


36 A Conference between two Men 
given that rule laſt mentioned, excep! any one 


A. Then they judged that that text does in- 


_ clude infants and all. 
P. Nochriſtian at that time made any doubt 


of that (/). Suppoſe you have a child that is 
like to die, and ſome adviſe you to pray for 


its ſoul, and others. diſſuade, ſaying, all chil. 


dren are ſaved, whether you pray for.them or 


not: Which would you count the moſt chari- 
table of theſe? 


A. I ſhould take the onda of: thoſe that 


_ adviſed me to pray. 


P. Do the ſame in reſpect of: thoſe that ad- 
viſe you to baptize it. For you ſee that in bot! 
theſe texts, that of Matt. xxviii. 19. and this 
of Fohn iii. 5. our Saviour's words are general 
and univerſal; All nations; every perſon: And 


that the reaſons which the antipedobaptiſis 


bring why. infants ſhould not be meant as well 
as others, do fail of proof; Therefore it is good 


to be ſure: and take the advice of the judicious 


Mr. Hooker: (); If Chrift himſelf, who 
« giveth ſalvation, do require baptiſm ; it is 


e not for us that look for ſalvation, to ſound 


« and examine him, whether unbaptized men 


e may be ſaved,” [by, men, he means any 


perſons of human nature ; for he-1s there ſpeak- 
ing of infant-baptiſm | “ bur ſeriouſly to do 


the thing that is required ; and religiouſ 


(i) Hift. Part I. Ch. vi. $ 4+" 
00 Ibid. Part II. Ch. vi. 5 OBSTET. | 
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* to fear the danger which may grow by the 
«. want thereof.” 

A. But they ſay, they do not promiſe this: 
of their own head. Our Saviour, ſpeaking of. 
little children, Mark x. 14. ſays, Of /uch is 
the kingdom. of heaven. Therefore. all children 
go to heaven. 

P. He ſays, Of /uch is the kingdom of heaven: 
which proves that they are capable of going to 
heaven: and that many infants do go thither. 
But he adds at the ſame place; therefore /uf- 


fer them to come unto me, and forbid [or with= 


hold] them not. And ſince our Saviour is now 
preſent with us only i in his ordinances and ſa- 
craments, what way have we to bring our chil- 


dren to him, as he orders, but by baptiſm to 


offer and dedicate them to him? And here 
Lwould aſk you one queſtion; they ſay that 
all children, heathen's children and all, go to 
heaven. Do they judge that heaven is their 
natural portion, as being human creatures, 
and becauſe they are born of human race? or 
that they have it by the merits and purchaſe - 
of Chriſt and his death? 
A. O! by Chriſt. They do not offer to ſay 
that the kingdom of heaven is given to any . 
human creature, but only for the ſake of 


Chriſt's merits. 


P. Now. docs it not ſeem to you- ſtrange, 
that the children of heathen men, of ſuch men 
as are without. Chriſt, (as St. Paul ſays, Epi, 
ii. 12.) and flrangers from the covenant of Pro- 
ue. baving no hope, aud without God in the 
world 3 
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world; ſhould have an equal intereſt in Chriſt 


with the children of chriſtians, who de offer 


and dedicate both themſelves and their chil- 

dren to Chriſt? And that there ſhould be no 
more promiſe to a good chriſtian for his chil- 
dren, than there is to the children of Pagans ? 
St. Paul, having told the Epheſians that they 


had been ſuch frangers from * covenant, & c. 


fays in the next words; But now in Chriſt Je- 
Jus, you who were ſome time afar off, are made 
nigh by the blood of Chriſt, But it ſeems they 
had heen nigh once before, namely, in their 
infancy. Pray tell me: Do they count ſuch 
infants members of Chriſt, united to him, 
parts of his body the church, redeemed BY him, 
included in his covenant and purchaſe ? 
A. They do not ſay, that ſuch infants or 
any infants are members of the church. For 
that would prove that they muſt be baptized ; 
baptiſm being the entrance into the church, 
And what they would ſay to your other words, 
members of bis body, united, redeemed, covenant, 
- purchaſe, &c. I know not, (I believe ſome of 
them would ſay one thing, and ſome another) 
but that they are ſaved by him, they ſay. 
P. The ſcripture calls the church, his body 
(); and him the Saviour () of the body: 
but that he ſhould be the Saviour of any that 
are not of his body, is beſide the ſcripture. 
And that alſo puts every where a great diffe- 
rence between being in Chriſt on one tide, and 


(1 185 . . : In) * v. 22. 
of 
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be world, or without Chriſt, or in the Ring- 
dom of darkneſs, on the other. But that one 
place of St. Paul, 1 Cor. vii. 14. does moſt ex- 
preſsly ſhew the different ſtate of ſome infants 
from that of others; for he puts a caſe in which 
their children would be unclean: but now, ſays he, 
they are holy. 
A. I wiſh we had a good comment on that 
text. I muſt frankly own to you, that I am 
not very well ſatisfied with the expoſition which 
thoſe of our opinion give of it; that St. Paul 
perſuading there the man that had an unbeliev- 
ing wife, not to put her away, becauſe ſne an 
unbeliever is ſo ſanctified by him a believer, 
that the children are holy, ſhould mean no 
more than this; that they are not baſtards. 
For I do not ſee that they would have been 
baſtards if both the parents had continued in 
| unbelief. Nor do I find the words ever fo 
uſed, that holy ſhould ſignify legitimate; or that 
uncleau, when oppoſed to holy, (as it is here) 
ſhould fignify ard. Nor does that ſeem to 
have been the doubt, or queſtion put by theſe 
people to St. Paul; Whether the uſe of the 
marriage bed did in ſuch caſe continue lawful, 
and the iſſue legitimate: but whether the con- 
tinuing of cohabitation were advi/able, conſi- 
dering the danger of being drawn to idolatry, 
and the abomination which the heathen huſ- 
band muſt have of his wife's worſhipping Chriſt, 
or the chriſtian huſband of his wife's worſhip- 
ping of idols in the ſame houſe : and confider- 
ing that St. Paul had before written to them, 
2 | no 
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() not to accompany with fornicalors, idolatersyy 


« © 
P. If one reads the. place attentively from 


verſe 12 to 16, he ſhall plainly perceive (what 


you ſay) that the query which they had writ- 
ten to St. Paul about this matter, was not of 
lawful or unlawful ; but of expedient or inexpe- 


dient. For they had ſent to him ſeveral que- 
ries about ſeveral matters, as appears at ver. 


1. Now concerning ee T9 whereof you wrote 
20 me... 


Some of their queries had been about the 
lawfulneſs or ſinfulne 70 of. ſome things. And 
to them St. Paul anſwers not by way of his ad- 
vice, but by the authority. of Chriſt; as at ver. 


10. I command ; yet not I, but the Lord., 


But to this queſtion, of cohabitation in caſe 
of different religions, he anſwers in another 
ſtrain; .To the/e.. ſpeak I, not . the Lord. And 


his advice is not abſolute neither: for he ad- 


viſes the continuance of dwelling together on- 


ly. in caſe the unbelieving party be willing... 
If any brother [that is, any man that has em- 


braced chriſtianity] hath a .wife- that believeth 


not, and ſhe be pleaſed to dell with bim, let 


bim nat put her away : and the woman that has 
a huſband that believeth not, and if. he be pleaſed 


o dwell with her, let ber not leave him. Now 


this is what he would never have ſaid, if the 
queſtion had been of /awfu/ or ſuful: as, whe- 


ther the unbelieving woman would have been 


in the ſtate. of an Harlot to a chriſtian huſband, 


():1 Cor, v. 9, 10. - 
— Or 
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or the children ſo begotten baſtards. For the 
willingneſs of the unbelieving party to co- 
habit, would not in ſuch a caſe have mended 
the matter at all. For a willing Harlot, that 
is plegſed to dwell with a man, is as bad, if not 
a worſe harlot, than one that is over-perſuaded. 
againſt her will, and the children as much 
baſtards. 

And beſides : How could a man that had 
had ſeveral legitimate children by his wife, 
whilſt they were both heathens, fall into a 
doubt that thoſe that ſhould be born to him 
after he became a chriſtian, would be baſtards, 
merely becauſe ſhe would not become a chriſ- 8 
tian too? 

A. I am perſuaded. as 1 ſaid, that St. Paul 
means ſomething more by [an#ified, unclean, 
and holy. But what he means I cannot tell. 
For the interpretation given by the pœdobap- 
tiſts of holy, that is, federally holy, or in cove- 
nant with God, is far-fetcht too. It makes St. 
Paul prove a thing that was obſcure by a thing 
that is more obſcure. I would not have you 
part. The unbelieving wife is ſandtiſted by the © 
believing huſband, ſo that the children which ſhe 
all bear to him ſhall be in covenant. In what 
covenant do they mean, in a ſtate of ſalvation ? 
P. Some explain it ſo: in the covenant of 
grace, But ſome others that will not allow 


was in a ſtate of ſalvation) do, by covenant holi- 
neſs, mean only a right to church privileges: 
every one that is a member of the vifible 

church, 


r 


r —öJ—J—J—ᷣ ³ßv: ttt 


that a child who after proves wicked, (ever 
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church, has a right to church-privileges, and 
ſo is Holy in that reſpect; though every ſuch 
member is not in a ſtate of ſalvation. And from 
the child's having that covenant holineſs, they 
conclude its right to the ſeal of the covenant. 
Lou cannot deny that this ſenſe of the word 
Holy, is much more agreeable to the general uſe 
of that word in ſcripture, than the other. Holy, 
that is, belonging to God, accepted of God, /et 
apart to God. And unclean, that is, out of cove- 
_ nant with God, is a very common uſe of the 
word. £9: x. 25. Row. XL 16. ©: 

A. Pray, how did Mr. B. expound this text 
to you? ” ng fn 
. He confeſſed there had been various in- 


; terpretations of it. But that which ſeemed to 


him more natural, plain and agreeable to the 
ſcope of St. Paul there, than any of theſe new 
ones, is that which, he ſaid, was moſt current 
among the ancient chriſtians. And I alſo do 
think it ſo, ſince I have conſidered and com- 
| pared it with the text: but I confeſs at firſt it 
ſeemed very new to me, becauſe the ſenſe in 
which we have been uſed, in theſe later times, 
to take words, does prejudice us againſt any 
other, though many times that other do upon 
ſearch appear to be the ancient ſenſe of them. 
A. What was his interpretation, which you 
ſay is the ancient one? 8 

P. Firſt he obſerved to me, that the word 
which is there tranſlated is ſanctiſied] is in the 
original | has been ſanctiſied] (o). 
| lo) Hips, Part I. Chap. xi. $ 11. A. 
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A. I have ſeen many on both ſides rec ite it 
ſo. But then how came our tranſlators to alter 
| the tenſe ? 
P. The properties of languages are, it ſeems, 
ſuch, that that is ſometimes neceſſary, when 
the ſenſe requires it: and they thought, it 
ſeems, that it required it here. But ſo it is in 
the original: An unbelieving huſband has been 
Jandl iſied by bis wife : and an unbelieving wife 
as been ſanctiſied by her huſband, &c. And by 
this the ancients underſtand | has been converted, 
| or perſuaded to receive the chriſtian faith and 
baprifin] or, as St. Paul expreſles it in the 
verſe next but one, has been /aved by her. So 
in 1 Cor. 1. 1, 2. To thoſe that at Corinth are 
ſanified | or, (as it is there alſo in the or „ 
bave been ſanctiſied] called to be ſaints, that is, 
to all that have embraced chriſtianity there : 
or have been baptized : for the word /an#ified, 
is by all old chriſtian writers frequently uſed 
for baptized. _ 

A. Well. Suppoſe i it be ſo: The unbelieving 
party has oftentimes been converted by the be- 
eving party. This indeed agrees weil with 
St. Paul's ſcope: for he is there perſuading. 
them to ſtay with their unbelieving partners on 
account of this hope, and it is the ſame encou- 
ragement that he uſes ver/e 16. What knoweſt 
thou, O wife, whether thou ſhalt ſave thy huſ- 
rag 32d? Kc. But ſtill 1 do not ſee how this 
gives much light to what follows; E!/e were 
our children unclean : but now they are holy. 

"Bo You m! uſt note that the word here 5 
5 ate 
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lated [holy]. is in St. Paul's epiſtles, (when it | © 
is applied to perſons) far oftener tranſlated MW * 
 faints : however they happened here to tranſlate * 
It holy. And that word, /aints, vas in the IM © 
fame uſe then, as the word chriſtians is with i 
us. As in the Creed, the communion of ſaints,  V 
is nothing clſe but the communion of chriſtians. 1 © 
And St. Paul's direction of his epiſtles, To all i ”® 
the ſaints at ſuch a place; is as much as to 
ſay, 70 all the chriſtians there. And the word 
that he uſes here which we read, holy, is the 
very Tame as that in the Creed, and in the di- 
rections aforeſaid of St, Paul's epiſtles, i is tranſ- 

lated ſaints, 

A. Now I begin to underſtand your mean- 
ing. © The unbelieving party is generally 
vo prevailed on by the believing party. Were 
© it not ſo, the children of ſuch matches 
© would be brought up to heatheniſm : but 
* now we ſee they are generally made chriſti- 
« ans, or ſaints.” This is what you under- 
ſtand St. Paul to ſay. 
P. You take it — 5 He would have them 

ſtay with their partners that did not yet be- 
lieve: and perſuades them thus: © It fre- 
* quently has been obſerved, that an unbe- 
ce lieving huſband has been ſanctified, or 
«© brought to the faith, and ſo to baptiſm, 
“ by his wife: and likewiſe an unbeheving 
« wife by her huſband. Were it not ſo, that 

the faith of the one did generally prevail 

y 2 the infidelity of the other, the chil- 


9 dren of ſuch of you as are ſo matched 05 
| ce be 


"7 
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be generally kept unbaptized, and ſo be un- 
« clean. But now we ſee, by the grace of 
« God, a contrary effect: for they are gene- 
rally baptized, and ſo become holy ſaints, 

or ſanctified (p).”* It is much the ſame ad- 

vice that St. Peter gives to women that had 
unbelieving huſbands, 1 Pet. 111. 1. That if any 

 abey not the word, they may be won * the con- 

verſation of the wife, Ke 

A. Do they think that St. Paul means, /uch 
children are now we ſee generally baptized ? 

P. Yes. The term /az»s is not given in the 
New Teſtament but to baptized perſons. They 
called no other by the names of /ainis or bre- 
thren. 

A. This fits your purpoſe indeed. This was 
all you wanted; that there ſhould be in ſcrip- 
ture mention of any infant baptized. I am apt 
to doubt that this interpretation has been in- 
vented to ſerve a turn by ſome pœdobaptiſt 
that was puzzled with that, objection of the 
antipœdobaptiſts, that there is no example of 
It in ſcripture: not that it has come naturally 
= the mind of any reader : but on that occa- 
lon. 

P. I can, as it happens, cure your doubt. 
For there are upon record, ſeveral (q) com- 
mentaries of ancient chriſtian writers upon this 
text, who do expound it much to this purpoſe. 
And I have noted down the words of two of 
them that lived 1300 years ago, and had never 


(2) Hit, Part I. Chap. xi. $ 11. Part II. Chap. x. $ 3s 
P 378. | 0 Hi. Part I. Ch. xix. d 19. | 
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heard of any anti Een. who do explain 
e 


it juſt in the ſenſe that I mentioned. I will, 
if _ of © ng? ſhew you in their own words. 
ow did you know, firſt, that they had 
Wn heard of any antipœdobaptiſt! ? This muſt 
have been within 3oo years of the apoſtles time. 

P. They do both of them ſay at other places 
of their books that they never did. 

A. Now this looks very odd. How ſhould 
men that lived at a time when no antipœdo- 
baptiſt had never been heard of, come to lay 
in their books that they never heard of any? 
What gave them occaſion to ſpeak of it then? 

P. They diſputed about original fin, as I 
told you before. The Pelagians id there is no 
ſuch thing. St. Auſtin ſaith; Why then are in- 
fants baptized, if they have no ſin? They an- 

ſwered (v), it was, that they might be ſanc- 
e tified | or made ſaints | in Chriſt.“ St. Auſtin 

ſeid, he had never before met with any chriſ- 
tian, churchman or ſectary, (that owned the 
ſcriptures) nor read any chriſtian writer, who 
taught any other doctrine, but that infants are 
to be baptized for pardon of ſin. From whence 
it is my conſequence, that much leſs had he 


heard or read of any that denied that they are 


to be baptized at all. 
Pelagius was reproached by ſome people, 


that by denying original ſin in infants, he did 


deny any neceſſity of baptiſm to them. He 
anſwered in a rage; That (5) the thing which 
they accuſe him of ſaying, was a thing * that 


; (r) Hi Part I, Ch, xix. 5 17. Ell. Fart I. Ch. xix. 5 30. 


« hee 
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« he never heard any man, no not any impious 
« ſectary, ſay. For who, /ays he, is ſo igno- 
« rant of what is read in the goſpel (meaning 


« John iii. 5.) as to hinder infants from being 
« baptized, and born again in Chriſt, and to 


* make them miſs of the kingdom of heaven?” 
For though he thought a child dying unbap- 
tized would have no puniſhment, as having no 
fin; yet he thought it could not come to hea- 
ven, as having no intereſt in Chriſt. 


A. Did not Tertullian live before theſe men? 


FP. Yes. He did. Ea 
A. Then how is this ſenſe? They never heard 
of any one that ever was againſt Infant-Bap- 


£7 » e 

P. You obſerve right. It muſt be con- 
luded that they had never ſeen (4) his book of 
baptiſm : for he having revolted to hereſy, his 


none before their time of that opinion, does 
not hold, without an exception of that one 
an. But even he, in the trueſt editions (w), 
peaks againſt the uſe of it only at ſuch times, 
yhen there is no urgent neceſſity, by the child's 
being in danger of death. = 
A. Well. What is the comment on this 
ext, given by thoſe two men? 
P. You ſhall have it in their own words. 
t. Auſtin ſets down the texts (x); An unbe- 
) Hi. Part I. Ch. iv. $5, () Hiſt. Part II. Chap. x. 
8 og 3 * Part I. C f. iv. 5 3 Rn II. Ch. ü. 5. 
x) Hiff, Part], Ch. xv. yz © 5 
lieving 


tiſm : and we know he gave his opinion againſt 


books were not much read by churchmen: and 
that obſer vation of theirs, that there had been 
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lieving huſband has been ſan#lified | fo he read; 
it; and ſo it is in the original | by His believing 
wife : and an unbelieving wife by her believin; 
huſband : and on that gives this comment; 
« I ſuppoſe it had then happened, that ſeverl 
ce. wives had been brought to the faith by their 
40 believing huſbands, and huſbands 'by their 
ee believing wives. And though he does not 
e mention their names, yet he makes uſe of 
© their example to confirm his advice.“ The 
he ſets down the reſt of the text, el/e were you 
children unclean; but now they are holy, ſe 
ſaints and gives this comment; “ For there 
< were then chriſtian infants that were ſand 
*<* fied, [or made holy, or ſaints | ſome by the 
we authority of one of their parents; ſome b 
«© the conſent of both: which would not be 
<< if as ſoon as one party believed, the marriagt 
© were diflolved; and the infidelity of the 
e parties were not borne with, till there wer 
* an opportunity of believing. By an in 
fant's being /an#ified by the Tuthotity of itn 
parents, can be meant nothing but its beingſÞP!! 
baptized : and the word /anctiſied, 1s a comme 
word with him for 4aprized. 
Pelagius wrote a comment -on both the 
epiſtles to the Corintbians. And on that tex 
makes this comment (y)); * There were b 
this time examples, ck of men whom tha 
% wives, and of women whom their huſband: 
had gained over to Chriſt; and of infants 
«Cc ene whom the chriſtian deſire, eve 


(3) Hul. Part I. Ch. XiX, § 19. 
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« of one of their parents, had prevailed that 
« they ſhould be made chriftians.” : 
A. This is indeed as you explain it. But 
did not Mr. B. own to you that ſome of che 
ancients expound the text otherwiſe? e 
P. He did own that there are ſome (2) that 
make no more doubt of it than the antipœdo- 
baptiſts do. But that the moſt, and thoſe the 
moſt ancient, do underſtand it of baptiſmal 
holineſs. 2 
A. Are there any more texts of ſcripture, or 
arguments that he produced to you ? | 
Tes, feveral. But the time will not allow 
* romention any more than the heads of things 
to you. By referring me to many texts where 
circumciſion 1s. mentioned, and many where 
baptiſm is mentioned, he made it plain to me, 
that baptiſm ſerves to the ſame uſe and pur- 
poſe now, that circumciſion did to the Jewiſh 
church: to confirm the truth of the promiſes. 
Yon God's part, and inſtate the partaker in the 
MWprivileges of the church of God, and to denote. 
the obligation of the party (if he lives) to faith 
nd obedience. 
That baptiſm is a ſeal of the covenant, 
which is for ſubſtance the ſame covenant that” | 
as eſtabliſhed then: and therefore that God's 
ommand to give the ſeal in infancy then, does 
ontinue a command to us, and is a ſufficient 
peclaration of his will to us now, unleſs he had 
veſlome where declared an alteration of his will 3 in 
Wat regard. 55 


(z) a. Part I. Chap. xix. 9 19. | 
D That 
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That the ſeal ſhould be given indifferently 
to all nations, and to both ſexes, did need a par- 
ticular declaration (becauſe that was otherwiſe 
in the caſe of circumciſion), and that is ac- 
cordingly particularly declared by St. Paul, 
Gal: iii. 28. where ſpeaking of baptiſm, he 


ſays, there is in reſpect of it neither Jeꝛo nor 


Greek, bond nor free, male nor female; that is, 
there is no difference between them: but that 
there ſhould be neither young nor old, needed 
no declaration, becauſe that was a ruled caſe 
before in the uſe (both of Jewiſh baptiſm, of 
which we ſpoke before, and) of circumciſion 
Itſelf. It was a known thing all along before 


an the covenant, as it was made with Abrabam 


and renewed to Mo/es. There was need of an 
expreſs prohibition, if infants, that had ever 
been members of the viſible church and people 
of God, had been now to be excluded. Eſpe- 
cially when St. Peter, perſuading the Jews to 
chriſtianity and baptiſm, tells them, Ads iii. 
28. Ze are the children of the covenant which 
Cod made with our fathers, &c. Now that 
covenant had ever included infants : and there- 
fore when he ſays again, As ii. 39. Repent 
and be baptized, &c. for the promiſe is to you 

and your children, &c. it follows, that they 

were ſtill to have a covenant including infants: 
or elſe it would have been a covenant altered 

much to the worſe in that reſpect; if the Jews, 
when they became Chriſtians, were to loſe the 

advantage of having their children gy 6 * 

Church 
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hurch- members by circumciſion, and have 
othing ſubſtituted for them inſtead thereof. 
A. We e grant that baptiſm does reſemble 
ircumciſion in many uſes of it, as a ſeal, an 
ntrance into the church, &c. But ſo did 
any other things, the Ark of Noah, the Sea, 
he Cloud, Sc. And therefore your conſe- 
zuence, that it is to be applied to the ſame 
ferſons as circumciſion was, is not very plain, 
nleſs you could ſhew from ſcripture that it is 
ppointed by Chriſt to be to us in the ſtead or 
place of circumciſion. 
P. The ſcripture does ſay that, in effect, 
yhen in Col. ii. 11, 12. it calls baptiſm the 
Fircumciſion of Chriſt: or (as it would more in- 
Jelligibly and more agreeably to the ſenſe of 
t. Paul be rendered, and is in ſeveral tranſla- 
ions rendered) ce the chriſtian circumciſion,” 
a) that is, the ſacrament which is appointed oy 45 
hriſt to us inſtead of circumciſion. 19 85 
A. Turn to that text and expound it. 
P. The Colaſſtaus were going to make two 
additions to the chriſtian religion. One was 
ic worſhip of angels, taught by the philoſo- 
hers ; the other, circumciſion, taught by the 
jews: St. Paul, at ver. 8, 9, 10. ſhews that the 
irſt was needleſs ; for that having Chriſt they 
ere complete in him, who is the head of all 
ngels. And at ver. 11, 12, 13. that the other 
as needleſs too: for in Chriſt, ſays he, you are 
reumciſed, &c. by the circumciſion, of Chriſt, 
uried with him in baptiſm, &c. He cannot 
. (a) r a nh 
3 -. mean 
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mean (5) that they were circumciſed: by that 
action by which Chriſt in his infancy. was cir- 
cumciſed. He muſt mean, by that which 
Chriſt has appointed for, or inſtead of, circum- 
ciſion to a chriſtian. 

And here if St. Paul bad meant this as a 
plicable to the grown men only amongſt cham, 
and not to the children; might they not rea- 
Tonably have objecied ; © It is true, we have 
« baptiſm inſtead. of circumciſion : But what 
« have our children? Nothing at all.” 

Tou will find (c) all the ancient chriſtians 
call baptiſm, the ſpiritual circumciſion, the 
* circumciſion done without hands, the chriſ- 
« tjan circumciſion, our circumciſion, Sc.“ 

Do not you remember how angry ſome Jews 
thaf had lately received the chriſtian faith, were 

with St. Paul, Acts xxi. 21. for that they had 
: bene that he taught all the Jews that were 
among the Gentiles, that they ought not to cir- 
cumciſe their children? How much more, 
think you, would they have objected it to him, 
* he had taught them that they ought not to 
bamtize them neither? And ſince we do not 

find that they objected that to him; we have 
reaſon to conclude that he never taught fo. 

A. But neither do we find, on the other ſide, 
that St. Paul made that apology to them, that 
they had baptiſm inſtead of it. 

P. You do not read it there. But you do in 
the aforcſaid place of his letter to the Coloſſians 
(who were troubled with that ſort of Judaizing 

ie. 0 Hiſt, Part J. $ 2; Ch. vi. H 10. Ch,xiv. $1. 

Chriſtians ) 
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Chriſtians) that they had the Chriſtian circum- 


ciſion, vz. baptiſm. 


Does not he in his epiſtle to the Romans, 
ch. ii. ver. 17. tell the Gentiles that had em- 
braced the faith, that they were now grafted 
into the olive tree from which the unbelieving 


Jews were cut off, and did partake of the root 


and fatneſs of the olive tree; that is, of all the . 
privileges which the Jewiſh church had? And 


docs he not ſay, Gal. iii. 14. that tbe bleſſing-of 


Abraham might come on the Gentiles * And was 
not that a great part of it, to have their chil- 
dren admitted into the covenant, and into the 
privileges of the church and people of God? 
And this privilege of bringing in their infants; 
had been ever granted to ſuch Gentiles as did 


embrace the Jewiſh religion, as was ſaid before. 


A. But as ſoon as Fobn the Baptiſt came 
baptizing, this privilege was declared to be 
abrogated. For he ſays to the Phariſees and 
Sadducees that came to be baptized; Think not 
to jay within yourſelves, We have Abraham' to 
our father. They muſt ſhew perſonal fruits'of 
repentance, if they would be baptized, Mat. 
. 5 . | 

P. Was this caſe of theirs any thing like 
that of infants? Theſe were a generation f 
vi pers, that had by their actual fin and hypo- 
criftes forfeited all the covenant right whicft 
they originally had: and had great need of 
actual repentance. This does not prove chat 
any infant would have been ſo ſent back. 

A. None could be ſent back where none 

D 3 Came, 
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came, or were brought: and we do not read 
that any infants at all were brought to him. Y 
P. It is true: there is no expreſs mention 
of any: nor could it well be expected in an fl 
account that is ſo ſhort in all. But if you will P 
. road the books I mentioned, of the Jewtſh bap. l 
c 
n 
n 


tiſm, you will find that they prove it to have 
been ſo ordinary a thing, and practiſed of 
' courſe, for people that came to baptiſm to 
bring their children with them, that they take 


it for granted that thoſe that came to Jobn, did 
| fo: and that the reaſon it is not mentioned, ii 
becauſe it was a practice ſo ordinarily knownfil * 
at that time, that there was no need to mention] 
it; as for the ſame reaſon you may read in the 
Old Teſtament the hiſtory of five hundred, 
| years together without any mention of any one] 
infant circumciſed. e in 
St. Ambroſe, who lived ſo near thoſe times I 
in 


that he might enquire of the Jews their cuſ- 
. toms, and know much better than we, ſpeaks 
of (4) the infants baptized by Fohn the Baptiſt: co 
and ſo does St. Auſtin after him. Now ſinceſ *" 
It was ſo ordinary to bring infants ; if St. Fob of 
had rejected them that would have been aſh m 
proper to have been recorded as the hiſtory o N 
4 1 rejecting the Phariſees. 5 


A. I will, God willing, read thoſe books offf th 
| baptiſm uſed by the Jews. For matters of F 
fact are more material to direct one in the right TD 


. underſtanding of a practice, than theſe argu- R 
ments from the reaſon of the thing; which may 


1 ſes 


(4) Hip, Part I, Chap. xiii. 5 1. 
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} ſee be bandied to and fro eternally. Had 
you any other arguments from Mr. B.? 

P. He bade me comſider how many abſurdi- 

ties do follow by conſequences from the anti- 

pœdobaptiſt's opinion: as, if an infant cannot 


be a church member, or one of the church; 


then Chriſt in his infancy was out of his own 
church, neither head nor part of it. He bade 
me imagine St. Peter, when he exhorted his 
nation to turn chriſtians, ſpeaking thus to 
them; © You and your children have beerr 
« hitherto in covenant ; but now if you will 
et believe in Chriſt, you yourſelves fnhall have 


* the privileges of the covenant in a higher de- 


« gree; but your children ſhall be in no better 
condition than the Pagan world; out of any 
«'church-covenant ;** and ſo that their com- 


ing into a better condition put their children 


into a worſe. ' That Chriſt came to diſpoſſeſs 


infants of their covenant right. That if Chriſt 
were now on earth, and we brought an infant 
to him; he would receive and embrace him: 
and he will now receive ſuch into his kingdom 
of heaven. But if we bring him to be ad- 
mitted into his church, or myſtical body, he 
will reject him for his incapacity. That he 
that has now his angel in heaven beholding (e) 
the face of God, is not worthy to have his 
guardian or ſponſor in the church on earth. 
That in ſo many families (7) mentioned in 
ſcripture to have been baptized (ſuch an one 
and all his) there were no children. That all 
le) Matt. xviii, 10, (J) A4 xvi. 15, 35, 1 Cor. i. 16. 
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the chriſtian world ſhould be in an error, Pro- 
teſtants, Papiſts, Greek church, all the (g) na- 
tional churches in the world; and they only in 
the right. May we not ſay with St. Paul, 
1 Cor. xiv. 36. What? came the word of God 
Put from you? or came it unto you only? Or as he 
Jays, chap. xi. 16. If any man ſeem 10 be con- 
_tentious, we have no ſuch cuſtom, neither the 
churches of God. 

A. Theſe conſequential proofs of a thing 
are in doctrines of morality, Sc. of good uſe. 
But you know what the antipœdobaptiſts fay; 
that in a ſacrament of poſitive inſtitution we 
are to expect direct orders, and are to keep 
Cloſe to the letter. 

P. They are in this reſpect the moſt unfair 
arguers in the world. Vhen we produce the 
poſitive inſtitution, ” 8 all — nations, 
«© baptizing them,” they cannot deny but in 
the A and grammatical fenſe infants are 
part of the nations, as well as kings, &c. (who 
Are no more particularly named than infants 

are ;) and when we bring Chriſt's poſitive de- 

3 No perſon that is not born of waler, 
can enter, Sc. they own that infants are 
perſons ; but then they come with their proots 
y conſequence from other places, that we muſt 
in all reaſon except infants. And yet when 
we uſe the ſame method in ee any place 
* they bring, then conſequences are no- 
Can they think that God meant that 


(s} Hi *. Part II. Ch. viii, 
in 


in 
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in reading his word, we — 775 ſuperſede all 
uſe of our underſtandin 


For baptiſm itſelf indeed to be a chriſtian 
ſacrament, there was need of an exprefs pre- 


cept: but for the ſubject of it, we may argue 
by parity of reaſon, that thoſe who formerly 


were admitted to it, may be now. 

The reſurrection is a fundamental: yet Chriſt 
proved it (h) by a conſequence. The altera- 
tion of the day of ſabbath is a matter of potius 

worſhip : yet we uſe conſequences in proving 


it; and thoſe more liable to exception (if we 


would cavil) than the baptiſm of infants. 
But to come nearer to this very matter, the 
fit ſubjects of baptiſm : St. Peter thought that 
Gentiles, unleſs they were circumciſed, were 
not fit ſubjects of baptiſm. Now the way that 
he was convinced by, in A#s x. was not by 


any poſitive order, or expreſs words. Bap 


*,tize this Cornelins;” or, © Baptize Gentile 
men, though uncircumciſed.” But whers 
he was told that they were no longer unclean, 

ver. 28. and ſaw the Holy Spirit come on them, 


he concluded by conſequence, ver. 47. Can any 


one forbid water, that theſe ſhould not be bap- 
ed, who have received the Holy Spirit, &c. 
He went by this rule; one that is capable of 
the ends of baptiſm, ſhould be baptized. So 
we ſay; the children of chriſtians are not a- 


dean, but capable of ſeveral of the ends of 
baptiſm ; and conclude (though not from theſe 


only ) that they are not to be denied water. 


(5) Matt. xxii. 31, 32. | 
D * I 


you ſhould confute me with that ſcripture, L. 


58 Conference between. two Men 


Mr. Toms himſelf ſays, (i) If it ſhould be © 
« made known to us that infants are ſanctified, 
% T ſhould not doubt but that they are to be 1 
. © baptized : remembering the ſaying of St. t! 
Peter.“ Meaning this ſaying. * W 
A. It cannot be denied but St. Peter argued + 
here by conſequences. But I believe that will 41 
happen to me, which has often happened to fa 
me: when I have at any time heard or read tl 
vſuch reaſonings as theſe of yours, I have been ne 
for the preſent moved, and inclined to return} P! 
to my old opinion of Infant-Baptiſm. But te 
when I come again to reading of the ſcripture} pt 
itſelf, and find there the tenor of baptiſm. gene- de 
rally to run thus; Repent, and be baptixed- th 
He: that believeth, and is Bhaptized - Bapti zel, 
- confeſſing their ſins —1f thou believeſt with all th ſo 
Heart, thou mayeſt be baptized—then, methinks, of 
I ſee plainly that infants have nothing to do cl 
with it. And then the anſwer which the pœ- !!] 

_ dobaptiſts do give to this, is ſo groundleſs andi nc 
precarious, that it turns my ſtomach. They an 
diſtinguiſh and ſay ; © Baptiſm is of two ſorts, ¶ pe 
e adult-baptiſm and infant-baptiſm ; theſeſ ch 
places ſpeak of adult and not of infant-¶ th 

* baptiſm.” But when we ſay, © Where ſu 
then are the places that ſpeak of the other!” I an 
they can produce none. If I ſhould maintain ſai 
that infants may receive the communion, and 


a man examine himſelf, and ſo eat, &c. and! 
ſhould diſtinguiſh. © Communicants are 0 
(5) Exercitation, Page 24. 
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Ul two ſorts, adult communicants, and infant 
* communicants. Would you not ſay that 
I begged the queſtion? adult baptiſm: why 
that is all the baptiſm that the ſeripture any 
where ſets forth! 

P. If you ſay thus (and I know that many 
antipœdobaptiſſs do with a broad aſſurance 
ſay ſo; but if you ſay thus) then you muſt ſay 
that all the places of ſcripture which I have 
now produced; and others which others do 
produce, do ſigniſy nothing at all to the mat- 
ter. And to ſay that, unleſs you could diſ- 
prove them, is either begging the queſtion, or 
denying the concluſion, when you cannot over- 
throw the premiſes. 

A. I did not deſign to weer wine your rea- 
ſonings.. But you cannot deny that the hiſtogy, 
of the baptiſms in ſcripture runs with thoſe 
clauſes: which I mentioned. 

P. It is true, for the moſt part. But you do 
not ſeem to conſider the ſtate of thoſe times, 
and of the people then. They were all of them 
people and nations that had had no goſpel or 
chriſtian baptiſm before. In ſuch a Ants * 
things, the firſt and main work was to | 
ſuade the adult perſons to believe the gol Hole 2 
and that order of words was in that caſe neceſ.- 
ſary, © Preach it to them: he that believes it, 
“and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved. For thoſe 
people muſt be baptized after they were taught; 
having had no fathers that believed the goſpel, 
to baptize them into it before. In the cafe 1 
put before, if circumciſion inſtead of baptiſm 

4 S 3 had 
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Mr. Toms himſelf ſays, (i) „If it ſhould be 
« made known to us that infants are ſanctified, i 
J ſhould not doubt but that they are to be 
baptized: remembering the ſaying of St. t 
* Peter.” Meaning this ſaying. w 
A. It cannot be denied but St. Peter argued | 
here by conſequences. But I believe that will 4 
happen to me, which has often happened to f 
me: when I have at any time heard or read t. 
ſuch reaſonings as theſe of yours, I have been n 
for the preſent moved, and inclined to returnfl p 
to my old opinion of Infant-Baptiſm. But = 
when I come again to reading of the ſcripture p 
tl 
ſe 
0 
c| 


-1t{elf, and find there the tenor of baptiſm gene- 
rally to run thus; Repent, and be baptized— 
He "bot believeth, and is baptized—=Baptized, 
- confeſſing their i n5—If thou believeſt with all thy 
«heart, thou mayeſt be baptized—then, methinks, 
1 ſee plainly that infants have nothing to do 
with it. And then the anſwer which the pœ- ; 
dobaptiſts do give to this, is ſo groundleſs and n 
precarious, that it turns my ſtomach. They a 
diſtinguiſh and ſay; © Baptiſmis of two ſorts, p 
« adult-baptiſm and infant-baptiſm ; thele cl 
« places ſpeak of adult and not of infant-J tt 
« baptiſm.” But when we ſay, Where ſt 
« then are the places that ſpeak of the other?” a1 
they can produce none. If I ſhould maintain fa 
that infants may receive the communion, and 
" you ſhould confute me with that ſcripture, L pi 
a man examine himſelf, and ſo eat, &c. and I h: 
ſhould diſtinguiſn. Communicants are ol to 
(i) Aeration, Page 24. 
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* two ſorts, adult communicants, and infant 
* communicants. Would you not ſay that 


| I begged the queſtion-? adult baptiſm: why 
that is all the baptiſm that the ſcripture any 


where ſets forth! 


P. If you ſay thus (and I know that many 


antipeedobaptiſts do with a broad aſſurance 
ſay fo ; but if you ſay thus) then you muſt ſay 
that all the places of ſcripture which I have 
now produced; and others which others do 
produce, do ſignify nothing at all to the mat- 
ter. And to ſay that, unleſs you could diſ- 


prove them, is either begg ing the queſtion, or 


denying the concluſion, when you” cannot over- 
throw the premiſes. 


A. I did not deſign to undervalue your rea- 


fonings. But you cannot deny that the hiſtogy 


of the baptiſms in ſcripture runs- with thoſe 


clauſes which I mentioned. 


P. It is true, for the moſt part. But you do 


not ſeem to conſider the ſtate of thoſe times, 


and of the people then. They were all of them 
people and nations that had had no goſpel or 
chriſtian baptiſm before. In ſuch a ſtate of 
things, the firſt and main work was to der- 
ſuade the adult perſons to believe the goſpel: 
and that order of words was in that caſe neceſ- ; 
ſary, Preach it to them: he that belicves it, 
« and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved. For thoſe 
people muſt be baptized after they were taught 
having had no fathers that believed the goſpel, 


to baptize them into it before. In the cafe I 


put before, if circumciſion inſtead of baptiſm 
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had been appointed, yet in ſending apoſtles to 
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theſe people, our Saviour could hardly have 
expreſſed it after any other manner than thus; 
<«« Go, proſelyte the nations, circumciſing 


« them: he of them that believes the goſpel, | 
and is eircumciſed, ſhall be ſaved.” And 


the hiſtory of their ſucceſs would have run 
much as it does now; Such a heathen man, 
« or ſuch a number of them, in ſuch a city, 


« upon ſuch preachings and arguments, re- 
ee pented, confeſſed their ſins, believed with all 


« their heart, and were circumciſed.” And yet 


all this is no argument that they ſhould not, 


or did not circumciſe their children. 

A. I confeſs that in fuch a ſtate of things, 
the converting and baptizing the grown per- 
Jons was the principal work, and that there 
was more occaſion for mentioning that, both 
in the commiſſion and in the hiſtory, than the 
baptizing of the infants. But methinks, there 
would have been ſome mention of the infants 
(one at leaſt) as baptized, if they had been 
generally baptized: eſpecially when at fome 
places it might have come in fo naturally, that 


the context does ſeem to require it, if it had 


been true. As in Ads viii. 12. They were 
baptized, both men and women. Here one word 
added and children] would have ended all this 
diſpute, Can we think that God would have 


ſuffered ſuch an omiſſion of one word in the 
* recital, which would have been of ſuch uſe for 


the quiet of future ages? This would not have 
ſwelled the book. For that, 1 know, is your 
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pretence, that in a hiſtory, which muſt” be 


ſhort, the particular things that were of courſe, 


could not be all ſet down, 


P. We are not to give rules how the ſcrip- 
ture. ſhould have been expreſſed. In many 


other controverſies, as well as this, a few words 


added to the text, might (as we ſhould think) 


have ended the diſpute. But we ſee the con- 
trary : for baptiſm Eel is plainly expreffed, 


and ſo is the other ſacrament ; and yet you ſee 
a world of people in England deny them both. 
God might, for aught we know, leave ſome 
things more difficult to be traced, that we 


might be under a neceſfity of ſtudying his 
word, and the nature of his covenant to us 


therein declared, more frequently and atten- 
tively. There muſt be hereftes, St. Paul ſays, 


that they which are approved may be made 


manifeſt, We are thankfully to take his word 
as it is; and to follow that ſenſe of it, which, 
upon a diligent ſearch and weighing of the 


whole, ſeems to us his true meaning; whether 


ſet down expreſsly, or 5 by good con- 


ſequence. 


A. You ſpeak pioufly: we muſt do ſo. But 
that is a reaſon againſt our taking Infant-Bap- 
tiſm to be his true meaning, that there are no 
plain examples of it in his world. That which 
you urge of houſholds baptized, is not a certain 
one. And the other, of ſome children. of the 
chriſtians at Corintþ mentioned by St. Paul to. 


have been baptized. (48 you Wen it) is an 
cure one. | | P. 4 
t 


_— 
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P. It is obſcure to us now, only for this 
' reaſon : it is not common with us now to uſe 
the word | /an#ified | for | baptized | but it was 
in thoſe times a very ordinary uſe of it. I 
am () told, that it is not ſo little as an hun- 
dred times, that St. Auſtin, for one, when he 
is to ſpeak of perſons baptized, expreſſes it 
[/an#tfied | as you ſaw he did in the paſſage I 
recited to you. And Mr. Walker has taken 
the pains (/) ro produce quotations out of the 

New Teſtament, and almoſt all the antient 
chriſtian writers, to ſhew that it was a com- 
mon phraſe with them to ſay /an#ifed inſtead 


"WM baptized, and ſaints, inſtead of baptized 


chriſtians. If you have a conſcientious deſire 
to underſtand the true meaning of a ſcripture 
paſſage, you muſt be at the pains to ſatisfy 
yourſelf by reading ſuch quotations: elſe, if a 
word in the ſcripture times ſignified one thing, 
and in our common uſe another thing; miſ- 
takes will be unavoidable. I profeſs to you 
ſincerely, that Lam now fully perſuaded that 
that is the true ſenſe of the place; though at 
firſt it ſeemed as new to me, as it does now to 
you. It muſt have been ſome v/4ble. holineſs 
of the children, from which St. Paul draws an 
argument to ſatisfy the parents of the expedi- 
ency of their cohabitation ; ſome known and 
cuſtomary privitege which ſuch children had 
in the opinion and practice of that church: 
and I know of no ſuch that they could have, 
* (4) H. Part I. Ch. xi. $9. Ch. xv. $4, (1) Modeſt 
Pls fo ent l. , Chad, XXINg * 13 0 xy 
8 8 but 
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but their baptiſm.- Pray let us put this caſe; 
ſuppoſe you were not an Engliſhman, bur a 


foreigner, and beginning to learn the Engliſh 
language, and did meet in ſome Engliſh book 
with this paſſage ; Such a man's children 
© are chriſtened.” The word chriſtened being 
not uſed in ſcripture, and having no parallel 
to it in the Latin language, nor in ſeveral 


others, you might be to ſeek for the en 


Is it. What muſt you do in that caſe ? | 
A. Why! I muſt aſk ſomebody that was 


more converſant in the Engliſh language and 


cuſtoms, what that word ſignified, and what 
was the uſe of it among the Engliſh ; and they 
would tell me, that chriſtened ſignifies, made a 


Chriſtian; and that the uſe of it among the 


Engliſh, is, to ſtand as another word for bap- 
_ tized. So that it 1s, Such a man's children are 
baptized. 


P. Juſt ſo, if you or I meet in St. Paul's 


epiſtles with this paſſage : Now are- your chil- 
dren ſainis; and know not what to make 


of it: we muſt aſk ſome miniſter, or other 
perſon, that is more converſant in the ancient 
language and cuſtoms : and he would ſhew us 


by forty inſtances in St. Paul himſelf, and a 


thouſand, if need be, in other writers about 
that time, that the uſe of that word, /aints, 
among the ancients, 1s, to be as another word 


for chriſtians. They ſaid; children made ſaints, 


or made chriſtians: and we in analogy to it, 


oy children chriſtened, or "RAPE Chriſtians 3 and 


the 


—— 
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the meaning both of the one, and of the other, 
is baptized. 

A. Then I alſo, it . muſt read thoſe 
beoks. But pray tell me, to how many years 
do you reckon the hiſtory of the A444 of rhe 
Apoſtles does reach? 

From Chriſt's aſcenſion to St. Paul's firſt 
: impriſonment at Rome. It is much about thirty 
years. 


A. The chriſtians muſt have had many thou- 


fand children born to them in that ſpace of 


Poſe, becauſe none of them are regiſtered i inthe 
Acts to have been baptized in infancy, that 
they were not baptized in infancy. 


A. That ſeems to me an argument. 
P. Well. Hold faſt to that argument. And 


we will put the caſe for once, that the inſtances 


which I brou _ from the As, of houſholds 
baptized, an 


any time of their life at all? 


A. I ſuppoſe that as they grew to years of 


diſcretion they were baptized. 
P. And yet there is no ſuch thing regiſtered. 


A. Let me ſee. Were none of thoſe men, 
whoſe baptiſm is recited i in the As, the ſons 


of chriſtians? _ 
P. Not one ; if thoſe houſholds that v we EY 


to have been baptized, had no children in 


them. 


P. No ae of it. And you think, I ſup- 


the other, of the Corinthians 
children, do prove nothing. And then 1 atk. 
you this queſtion ; Do you think that thoſe 
Houlands of children were ever baptized at 


= 202 
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them. And if you conclude that none of thoſe 
thouſands were baptized in infancy, becauſe it 
is not mentioned; and I conclude that they 
were not baptized at age, becauſe that is not 
mentioned neither; the Quakers and Socinians 
(who hold that when the parents or maſters of 
families are baptized, there is no need that 
their children or poſterity ever after ſhould be 
baptized, but that all uſe of baptiſm may ceaſe 
in a chriſtian nation) will take our concluſion, 
that they were not baptized at all. 

A. Rather than they ſhall do that, I would 
grant that there were children in the houſholds 
that were baptized: and that the Corinthian 
infants were baptized. | 

P. I hope you will be ſerious in a thing that 
affects your conſcience ſo. much as you ſay this 
does. And I hope alſo that you will not eſpoufe 
a principle which muſt eſtabliſh the error of 
thoſe groſsly deluded people. 
A. It ſeems to many, that the church of 
England itſelf has given wp the cauſe to the- 
antipedobaptiſts ; when in the catechiſm they 
(ſpeaking of baptiſm in general) do own, that 
there is required of perſons to be baptized, 
faith and repentance; and that after this is 
eſtabliſhed in the general, what they ſay after- 
wards of infants baptized on a promiſe of theſe, 
comes too late, 

P. Thee is no doubt, but that all baptiſm 
whatſoever is on a covenant ; as, of the king- 
dom of heaven to be given on God's part, of 
faith and repentance on the baptized perſon's 

part: 
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part : only with this difference as to infams 
and adults, namely, that theſe conditions are 
required to be performed af preſent of the 
adult; of infants, when they are, on account of 
age, capable of them. And this is all the church 
means, namely, that both adult perſons and 
infants are baptized on the ſame covenam, 
Which ought to be declared at the baptiſm. 
A. Why then did they not expreſs it more 
N diſtinctiy in the anſwer there given, and ſay 
of adult perſons is required faith, c. at Pre- 
« ſent; of infants, if they live! N 
Pi. Before the riſe of any enemies to a doc- 


trine, men are apt to be unguarded, and not ſo 


diſtinct in their expreſſions about it. Now at 


the time of compoſing this catechiſm, there 


was never an Engliſh man of their opinion, as 
the author of the aforeſaid an * Infant- 
Baptiſin has ſhewn (n). 
| A. Let us come to the ſecond thing, which 
Mr. B. told you was ſo uſeful to give light in 
this matter: namely, the practice of the pri- 
mitive chriſtians, who lived fo nigh the times 
of the apoſtles, that they muſt needs know 
whether infants were baptized in the apoſtles 
time, or not. If J could any ways come by a 
true account of the practice of thoſe ancient 
times, I ſhould be much ſwayed by it: ſince 
theſe men could by a little enquiry know with 
_ caſe and certainty, the matter of fact about 
which we are in the dark; as we Engliſhmen 
cannot but know what was done ig England in 


(mm) TU. Ch. viii. 25 6.. 


queck 


ou_y ga-_ r 


1 
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queen ELIIZZABETn's time, in a practice ſo pub- 


lic and notorious. And ſince our queſtion now 
is about a matter of fact (what the apoſtles did 
in this caſe of infants) let ſome people ſay what 
they will in flighting of human authority, it 
never can, nor never ſhall, ſink into my head, 


but that they whoſe fathers or grandfathers 
lived in the apoſtles time, muſt know what the 


apoſtles did in this matter. And where the 
ſcripture is ſhort, or doubtfully expreſſed, theſe 
mens books are, jt ſeems, larger: ſo that one 
would think that learned men might be agreed 


concerning the practice of the times I now 
2 of. But I find ſo much contrariety in 
the accounts given, that there muſt be on one 
fide or on the other, great diſingenuity uſed by 
them. I wiſh I were able to read the books 
myſelf: I would certainly give a true account, 
of which fide ſoever I were. You, I perceive, 


are confident that the ancient practice was 


wholly on your ſide: and ſome books that I 
have read, do give the account ſo. But then 
others bring in thoſe ancient fathers ſpeaking 
all on the other ſide. What verdict can one 


give upon ſuch contrary evidence ? 


P. I am afraid you have read Danvers. That 


book did me once a great deal of hurt. 
A. And I thought it did me a great deal of 


good. For it leads one through all the firſt 


centuries with quotations, ſhewing, that adult 
baptiſm only was then in uſe. On WY 


You muſt of neceſſity read Mr. Baxler's | 
Confutation of the ſtrange Forgeries of Mr. H. 
HE . Danvers. 
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Danvers. Or, Mr. Wille's two books on thar Now 
ſubject ; with his Appeal to the antipœdobap- 
tiſts themſelves, that they ought to renounce 
ſuch a man. Or, Mr. Whiſton : or, The Hiſtory 
of Infant-Baptiſm (n). You will find, that cy; 
book (which has been ſo magnified and handed 
about among thoſe people, and has miſled 
ſeveral of them) to be a great ſhame-and diſ- A. 
credit to their cauſe. And in this refpe&, 1 
may ſay, that afterwards it did me good too: 
for it gave me an averſion to that cauſe which 
Vas thought to need ſuch forging and pervert- 
ing of teſtimonies, as even the Papiſts do ſel- 
A. I ſhall judge of that, when J read the 
books you ſpeak of. But I muſt own to you 
my ſuſpicion, whether that quotation you 
brought juſt now, as. out of Juſtin Martyr, be 
genuine, where he ſpeaks of ſome chriſtians of 
His acquaintance that were then ſeventy years ant. 
old, and had been baptized in their childhood. I P 
P. The word uſed by Juin, is not the word 
itſelf [baptized ] but diſcipled, or made diſci- Ither 
pics) as I rehearſed it. It is, as I told you, the tles 
me word that is uſed by St. Matt. xxviil. 19. Put 
Diſciple the nations, baptizing, &c. the 
A. That ſeems to me much at one. For ,p,, 
our reaſon why infants cannot be baptized, is, Nwitl 
| becauſe they cannot be diſcipled. Nor do I ſy. 
ſee what Juſtin could mean by the infants being bap 
 diſcipled to Chriſt, but their being baptized. 
But the reaſon of my queſtioning whether it 
. cm. I and ll over the book. 
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le genuine, is, becauſe I have uſed to mind 
how early any of the quotations are, that are 
brought for infant-baptiſm, and I do not re- 


member that they brought any ſo early. For 


Fuſtin wrote that Apology at the year after 


Chriſt's birth 140, as I remember; that is, 
within 40 years of the death of ſome of the laſt 


apoſtles: and 70 years reckoned back from 


tles time, and come within 36 years of our 
Saviour's death. 

P. The quotation is genuine (as Mr. B. aſ- 
ſured me) and the book unqueſtioned. Youmay 


to Mr. Dorrington (o) for obſerving a paſſage 
which ſo many before him had over-looked. 
A. Some other paſſages of antiquity that you 
have mentioned, I will remember and examine. 
Eſpecially that of thoſe men that ſay, they never 
heard of any cliriſtians that did not baptize in- 
ants. Did Mr. B. tell you of any more? 


P. Yes. He gave me an account out of the 
our firſt centuries. And in the firſt (p) of 
them (which is the age of Chriſt and his 2901. | 


tles) there are, beſides the books of ſcripture, 
but two or three ſhort pieces left. They are on 
other ſubjects, and have no diſcourſe directly 


about infants. But they ſpeak of original ſin 


rith which we are born: and one of them (who 
rote before St. John) mentions the neceſſity of 
baptiſm to all perſons, in order to entrance into 


bod's kingdom, as a known chriſtian doctrine 


(0) Vindication of the Church. (5) Hiſt, Part cn 
5 at 


that time, do reach into the midſt of the apoſ— 


not have met with it before. We are beholden 


Inn — . —yLv— . ⁵¶ ôl — ̃ Bë—— 
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at that time. For he ſays, none can come there 
without the ſeal ; and that that ſeal is water. 
In the ſecond (7), there are alſo but few 
books left. Yet of thoſe few, what Juſtin ſays, 
you have heard: and he diſcourſes moreover of Ji 
baptiſm being to us inſtead of circumciſion : 


and of original fin, Sc. And Irenens, who lived 


30 years after Juſtin, reckoning up the ſeveral 
ſorts of perſons that are by Chriſt born again 
unto Gad, mentions infants expreſsly among 
them. And the word [born again] does with 


him and all old writers (and Juin for one) 


ſignify baptiſm as peculiarly as the word 


[chriſtening] does with us. 


4 


A. I do not ſee how infants can be ſaid to 
be born again in any other ſenſe. 
P. You obſerve right. In the third cen- 


tury (7) Tertullian (year after the apoſtles 102) 


who was much given to ſingular opinions, and 
oppoſed the received practices in many things, 
A utes againſt the cuſtom of baptizing in- 
fants, virgins, young widows, Sc. (at leaſt ex- 
cept in danger of death) I counted this teſti- 
mony to be as good an evidence for Infant- 
Baptiſm as any: for he ſo gives his reaſons and 


opinion againſt the cuſtom, as that one plainly 


perceives by his words that it was then actually 


the cuſtom to baptize them. 


Origen, ten years after, does in ſeveral places 


2 of Infant-Baptiſm, as a known and un- 
ou 


bted practice: and (in one of them) as hav- 
ing been ordered by the apoſtles. 


If 
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A. If that were a known thing at that time, 
hat the apoſtles ordered ſo, Terlullian muſt 
ave been a madman to oppoſe it. 


P. It is probable he did not know it. He 


ived in a country in Africa, where no apoſtle 
ver came, nor nigh it. But Origen lived near 
fudea, and had been born of chriſtian parents, 


nd ſo might know it better. And St. Ambroſe - 


nd St. Auſtin do affirm the ſame thing, that 


he apoſtles practiſed and ordered it. About 
orty years after Origen, one Fidus, a country 
hop, ſent a ſcruple of his to St. Cyprian, and 
 Þxty-fix biſhops that were occaſionally aſſem- 
led; © Whether the baptiſm of an infant 


muſt not always be on the eighth day after 
his birth, becauſe circumciſion was ſo?“ 
hey ſend him a letter in anſwer, . * That his 
ſcruple is vain; that the child may (and 
muſt, 1f there be danger of death) be bap- 


— 


, © tized ſooner ; and ſpeak of the refuſal of it 
as dangerous to the ſoul's health of the 


child.” This was about 150 years after the 
oſtles : and ſome of theſe ſixty-ſix biſhops 
uſt be ſuppoſed to be 70 or 80 years old 
hemſelves, which reaches to half the ſpace: 
nd it appears by their words, that not one of 
em made any doubt of Infant-Baptiſm. 

A. I remember that letter : but Danvers 
ould have it to be ſpurious. yy | 


i, Juote puliages out of it. | 
” 1" 


P. There is not a piece in all antiquity that 
an more certainly be proved to be genuine; 
rr St. erom and St. Auſtin do very frequently 


Fw . 
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A. What, to confirm Infant-Baptiſm? 
P. No. I told you before that they never 


heard of any one that denied that: but to con- 


firm the doctrine of original ſin, which the Pe- 
lagians denied, though they owned * 
tiſm. 

As for the next century, it is endleſs to re- 


peat their ſayings : but I have here a note of 
their names. The council of Eliberis (year 
after the apoſtles 205) Optatus 260. Greg. Na- 


zianzen 260. St. Ambroſe 274. Siricius 284. St. 
Auſtin 290. Paulinus 293. Council of Carthage 
297. Another 300. Another 301. Tunocentins 


381. 


A. Hold. Was not that rope Innocent ? 

F. IR. 

A. Danvers ſays, he was the firſt that de- 
creed infants to be baptized. | 

P. How true that is, you may gu by what 
1 have rehearſed. And St. Auſtin (before Inno- 
cent was Pope) writes, © that it was not de- 


* creed in any council, but had been ever in 


«'ufe.*”” And that“ no chriſtian man of any 
« ſort, had ever denied it to be uſeful (5). oF 

A. Go on with your names. 

P. No. Here I will give you the note 
There are a great many more of them. They 
do all of them (ſome in ſeveral places of their 
works, St. Au/tin in above 1000 places) ſhew by 
their words, that infants were baptized in their 


times: and that without controverſy. There is 


not one man of them that pleads for it, or goes 
15 Hy. Part, ; Oh. vü, vii, Sc, to xxili. Part IT. Ch. x. 
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about to prove it, as a thing denied by any 
chriſtian, except thoſe that denied all water- 
baptiſm, | 

A. Were! there then any Quakers in thoſe 
days? 

b. There were ſome heretics that denied all 
baptiſm. But it was only fome of the groſſeſt 
and moſt enormous ones, and ſuch as denied 
the ſcriptures alſo. 

A. And is there no author in all this ſp ace 
of time that ſpeaks againſt Infant-Baptiſm, 
but only that Tertullian? 

P. Not one among thoſe that owned we 
baptiſm at all. 

A. Nor none that do ſay that it was the 


cuſtom of ſome churches to baptize only the 
adult? | 


P. No ſuch thing. 

A. Then (if I find what you 9 to be true) 
I will never believe Danvers's book any more. 
For he quotes ſeveral authors of theſe times to 
lay: © That in the caſtern church they bap- 
e tized only the adult (7). But then in a 
poſtſcript he corrects that; and for eaſtern he 
ſays we mult read weſtern. And if it be true 
of neither of them, how groſs is that? 

But for the ſeveral ſects (u) that were in 
thoſe times, Novatians, Donatiſis, &c. and for 


the Britons he makes a pretence. You ſay St. 
Auſtin knew of no ſect that denied fa 2d Ta 


tilm. Had St. Auſtin any great knowledge of 


oi Treatiſe of Infant-Bapti iſm, cent. 4. I. p. 56. Ed. 2. See 
Hi. Part 1 G. 1 mo Hiſt, Part Ih, « h. iv. | 
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the ſects that were or had been? You find he f 
was ignorant that Tertullian had ſpoken againſt I ne 
it. 

P. He had ſo good knowledge, that he wrote * 
a ; hook of all 12 ſects that were then, or had 
been (he reckons 88, and their ſeveral tenets) Þ lie 
and of the Novatians and Donatiſts writes hq 
largely: but not a word of ters: denying In-J jr 
fant-Baptiſm. of 

But it had been . 8 intereſt ( being ſo th 
hard preſſed with that argument; Why are] he 
« infants baptized, if they have no ſin?”) toe 
have found out ſome that denied it, if he could. 

And yet he alſo declares, as I told you, that heſ to 
never heard of any. And he was a Briton born, 
but lived moſt part of his time at Rome andy aft 
Feruſalem, and ſo muſt needs have heard off th 
them, if there had been any. Al 
A. Where may I find the paſſages of the 
authors named in your note, and the reſt thatſ gj, 
you refer to? ſee 
P. If you will read them at large, and inch 
their order of time, (which I think is bette 
than reading of ſcraps) you may ſee them in: 
book, called, The Hiſtory of Infant-Baptiſm 
That writer pretends to little more than the 
mere pains of collecting them : but he ha 
done at large, and in the author's own words y 
and referred to the book and chapter when! 
they are copied. 

A. Do theſe fathers ſeem to have conſidereſhis 
thoſe things, which the antipœdobaptiſts dſe 
BOW uſe as reaſons againſt the baptizing 5 in 

ants 


% 
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fants: as that they have no ſenſe of the thing, 
no faith, Sc. 

P. Ves. As appears in the diſcourſe they 
have about (w) the godfathers profeſſing in the 
name of the child, that he does renounce, be- 
lieve, Sc. Where they confeſs that the child 
$ 


has not in any proper ſenſe, faith, &c. but that 
it is only the godfathers declaring, 1 in the name 


of the child, that part of the covenant which 
OF the child is bound to believe and perform, if 
cl he live. So far are they from thinking this a 
ON reaſon againſt the baptizing of them. 


1e too? 

nfl P. Yes. Your own friend Teriullian (year 

after the apoſtles 100) ſpeaks of them as being 

off then in uſe, where he ſpeaks of the other. 
And ſo do many of the reſt. 

hel A. But if there was no church, ſect, or ſo- 


"ay eiety that renounced Infant-Baptiſm; there 
ſeems to have been a great many particular 


in chriſtians that let their children grow up un- 
tei baptized. For the antipœdobaptiſts bring 
n q many inſtances of emperors, as Conſtantine, &c. 


any chriſtian of our opinion: it is plain that 


A. Then they uſed godfathers in thoſe times 


and many other men, as Auſtin, &c. that had 
chriſtian parents, and yet were baptized at full 
lage. And here (excuſe me if I deal freely witng 
you) I can prove the contrary of what you have 
ſaid. You fay St. Auſtin never had heard of 


ereſhis own father was of this opinion. I have my 


X in 


nts 


(wo) Hit Part II. bs ol LI, 16, 17. 


; ONelf read his book of Confeſſions; where he 1 in 
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the ninth book tells us how he was baptized at . 
his own deſire, being above thirty years old. | h. 
P. I have, ſeen fourteen ſuch inſtances Nhe 
brought : but I have (x) ſeen thirteen of them || be 
ſhewn to be miſtakes, or to fail of proof: and 
the fourteenth proved to be a diſputable caſe. || ct 
But none of them more palpable miſtakes than JW. 
thoſe two yon mention. Did not you read in Nl 
thoſe books of St. Auſtin, that his father was a I St 
Heathen, and did not turn Chriſtian till a little I in 
before his death? | ab 
A. I did not mind any ſuch thing. Im. 
P. Then when you read them again, mind Ino 
what he ſays, in the firſt book, ch. ii. ſecond II 
book, ch. iii. ninth book, ch. ix. you will find Im- 
what 1 ſay to be true. And for Conſtantine, do I res 
not you remember that he was the firſt Chriſ- Ncei 
tian emperor? 

A. Ves. Every one bay heard of that... - 

P. Do you think that the firſt Chriſtian em- 
peror bad. a Chriſtian emperor for his father : 

A. Was his father emperor? _ 

P. Yes. (y) Conflantius Chlorus. Us died at 
York, poſſeſſed of the imperial dignity. He 
died a Heathen. 

A. Then what makes people write ſuch 
| bulls? I think that after the fourth century the 
antipœdobaptiſts do confeſs that a 


tiſm did generally prevail. 
P. Yes. Mr. Toms ſays, 62) i chat St. 


1 95 Hi. "ad II. Ch. iti, ( y) Ibid, 2. (x) Examen, 
c « ages, 
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*. ages, almoſt without control.“ Which is 
hard, when St. Auſtin profeſſes ſolemnly, that 


he never heard of any one in his tame, or ever 


before, that oppoſed it. 

A. But hark ye. Did not theſe ancient 
chriſtians give the communion to infants, as 
well as baptiſm ? 

P. No. None of the wolt : ancient (a). In 


St. Cyprian's time, there was a cuſtom of giv- 
ing it in his church to young boys or girls of 


about four or five years old. And afterwards 
mere infants received it in {ſome churches. But 
not till after the year 400, as far as ] can find. 


I believe that Pope Innocent, whom Danvers 


| 

| 

makes the firſt decreer of Infant-Baptiſm, was 
really the firſt that decreed that they mult re- 
ceive the communion. 

A. In what manner do you find that theſe 
Jancient chriſtians adminiſtered baptiſm to in- 
Ifants and others? By dipping ? or, by pouring 

water on the face? 

P. By dipping generally (5). But if the per- 
t Iſon were weak, ſo that going into the water 


haſte, want ef water, Or other neceſlity, they 
gave it by putting water on the face. 

A. Then they did not think dipping to be 
- got the effence of baptiſm ; ſo as that a perſon 


baptized, by putting water on the face, ſhould 


h. ix. F 2. 


might endanger his life; or in times of great 
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they be baptized, they eat not. 
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be accounted as.not ſufficiently baptized ? Our 
Saviour in his command, uſed only this word, 
baptize. Now what did Mr. B. tell you was 


the proper ſignification and uſe of that word 


in other places of ſcripture ? 

P. The word, 79 bapize, in ſcripture (c) is 
uſed for any waſhing, whether in whole or in 
part; whether in a ſacramental way, or on 
other occaſions. And the ſacramental waſhing 


is ſometimes expreſſed by the word Japlise, 


and ſometimes by oth; words, that are uſed 
for common waſhing. 
A. Whar places of ſcripture did he bring, 


where the word 4ap7ize is uſed for any other 


waſhing than that of dipping? 

P. Luke xi. 38. The waſhing of the hands 
is called the baptizing of the man. For where 
we read; The Phari/ee marvelled that he had 
not waſhed before dinner. St. Luke's own words 
are; that he was not baptized before dinner. 
And ſo where we read; Mark vii. 4. When 
they come from market, except they waſh, they 
eat not. St. Mark's own words are; except 
Now this waſh- 
ing before dinner, was only the waſhing of the 
hands; as we ſee, Mark vii. 5. and that was 
by a ſervant's pouring water on the hands. 
He brought alſo ſeveral other places. 

A. And where is the ſacramental waſhing 
expreſſed by other words than are uſed for 
common walhing? 

nch ve ge phgn Gi 
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P. Eph. v. 26. The waſhing of water. Tit. 
iii. 5. The waſhing of regeneration. Heb. x. 22. 
Having our bodies waſhed. The word here uſed 
in the original, is not Sapltizing, but (as Mr. B. 
aſſured me) the ſame that is uſed AA, xvi. 33. 
He waſhed their ſtripes. No man will think 
they were put into the water for that. 

A. I ſhall be leſs anxious about this; partly 
becauſe our Saviour has given us a rule, Mat. 
X11. 3, 4, 7. that © what is needful to preſerve 


« life, is to be preferred before outward cere- 


monies:“ and partly . auſe in the church of 
England (and ſo I ſuppoſe in other churches) 


any man may have his child dipped at baptiſm, 


if he will venture the life of his child. 
But for the baptizing of infants, I ſhall con- 


ſider, read, and confer on the ſeveral things 


you have mentioned; and what will be the re- 
ſult I know not: but I am reſolved to take 
your advice in conferring with our curate, or 


ſome other miniſter, before I determine on any 


alteration. For I find that they know many 
things that are uſeful to find out the true ſenſe 
of a ſcripture-paſſage, more than we do. 

P. If you do ſo, and with an unprejudiced 
mind, I do not much doubt but that, by the 
grace of God, you will not only overcome all 


your ſcruples, but alſo be more confirmed in 
opinion of the validity of your baptiſm, and 


more thankful for the ſpiritual benefits con- 
veyed to you by it, than ever you were before 
your doubting, as (I thank God) I am. There 
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are many that were of our church, who are 


now far gone in their new ways, and become 


teachers in them, who wanted nothing but 
this to have kept them ſteady in the unity of 
the church of Chriſt and of its doctrines, 
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